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EDITORIAL; 


Only the Truth 
Can Make Us F re e 

Welcome to the maiden monthly voy¬ 
age of The Barnes Review (TBR). With 
you the reader, accompanied by the 
muse of history, we begin an exciting 
new voyage into the past—our eye on 
events as they relate to both the present 
and our civilization’s future. And we 
intend to offer standards of truth and 
quality that will earn us many more pas¬ 
sengers along the way. 

Nikita Khrushchev said, “Historians can 
upset things.” We hope so. It’s high time 
to do exactly that if we wish to avoid 
what clearly is a dark and foreboding 
future. Our only hope is to learn what 
history has to teach during this voyage 
and many others to come. 

History is old news and news is new 
history. If it’s not the one it can’t be—or 
shouldn't be—the other. True, real news, 
like real history, is very controversial in 
this day of the politicalization of both. So 
what is more appropriate than for The 
Barnes Review to be assisted by the staff 
of the one American newspaper, The 
SPOTLIGHT, which has proven, over a 
score of years, to be far ahead of the rest 
of the news media in reporting events 
which are of undeniable meaning and sig¬ 
nificance to Americans—if not to every¬ 
one else on the planet—but which are 
habitually hushed up by that same media 
which touts myth and lies as history? 

History is far too important to be left 
to history professors, pundits, politicians 
and pressure groups. This magazine 
aims for intelligent readers of all stations 
and crafts, not for the sterile literati, 
although they, too, can learn much from 
our pages if they wish. 

If history cannot be used to interpret 
current events and to foretell the future, 
it is worthless; like modern art at best an 
amusing exercise in self-gratification. If 
it is well-financed and tax-privileged, it 
is a swindle. History is prophecy in 
action. If you have any doubts, read this 
first issue on Haiti, or the U.S.S. Liberty, 
or Russia, or the old classic by our spir¬ 
itual doyen, Harry Elmer Barnes. And if 
it offends you to make history practical 
and to look for the truth behind the 
newspaper stories, if you are happily 
floating above reality with today’s his¬ 
torical establishment, please read no fur¬ 
ther and return to your ivory tower. 
History is Power 

Our world’s history is as massive as 
the universe that lies beyond. It encom¬ 
passes everything from the dimly per¬ 
ceived lives and migrations of prehis¬ 
toric peoples to the content of newspa¬ 
pers hitting the streets as you read this. 


History is knowledge and it is romance. 
History is power. 

Nothing is more interesting than histo¬ 
ry. It is a source of pride in accom¬ 
plishment and an indictment of evildoers. 
But most of all history is the great teacher, 
ever willing and eager to impart her wis¬ 
dom. Unfortunately, and at terrible cost, 
we have been uninterested and easily dis¬ 
tracted pupils, and we have been seduced 
by the liars and the docudramatists. 

Why should we stand by while history 
is mislabeled, misrepresented and cor¬ 
rupted, its substance tampered with by 
special interest charlatans too seldom 
brought to book in the court of public 
exposure? Why should we permit our pat¬ 
rimony to be debased and perverted? 

The sad truth today is that those who 
are not special-interest pleaders can hard¬ 
ly be found among the ranks of histori¬ 
ans, whose calling above all, said Cicero, 
is to tell the truth. On the one hand there 
are the pathetic establishmentarians 
whose idea of revising history is to write 
out the role of white males almost entire¬ 
ly and write in Jews, lesbians, blacks and 
American Indians. History texts today for 
schoolchildren bear the wounds of this 
attack for the purpose not of truth but 
simply to please the shabby goal of polit¬ 
ical correctness. 

And then, we have the so-called revi¬ 
sionists whose monomania on the one 
subject of the Jewish holocaust of World 
War II is shared by Elie Wiesel, Deborah 
Lipstadt and their ilk. These “opposites” 
affect to believe that this “detail of histo¬ 
ry,” to quote the brave French politician, 
Jean-Marie Le Pen, is the central and 
defining event of all history. It isn't, and 
we’re bold enough to say so. 

Harry Elmer Barnes, Charles Beard, 
Charles Callan Tansill and the other great 
Americans who first saw that history was 
being used by special interests as a 
weapon against the people would gag 
from a diet of nothing but holocaust 
debunking. Historical revisionism is much 
larger and grander than that. The basic 
facts about this subject have been well- 
established and are accepted by all fair 
minded and alert people intelligent 
enough to look beyond the twisted and 
myopic press. It’s past time to move on to 
new fields and new recruits. 

History is not boring 

The aim of TBR will be to deal with 
not only the most controversial of histor¬ 
ical subjects but also the most interesting, 
the least known and the most instructive 
to the human situation today—right now. 
Thus, our subject matter will be wide 
and broad-ranging. Our aim will be to 
cast a wide net to catch intelligent read¬ 
ers of all types and persuasions so long 


as they are open-minded, intellectually 
curious and lovers of the truth. People 
whose minds are made up and do not 
wish to know the truth will not subscribe 
and will not be missed. 

And here’s where you come in. Read 
TBR. If you ever find a fact offered which 
you believe to be untaie, please do us the 
courtesy of writing and proving your 
point. Don’t be afraid and don’t think 
you’ll insult us. If your letter makes sense 
at all, we’ll reprint it within the limits of 
available space. 

To repeat: we’re not “hung up” on any¬ 
thing except our honest desire to get at 
the truth. The good book says to know 
the truth and it shall make you free. We 
honestly believe that. 

And we hope that you do, too. ♦ 

Leon Degrelle Redux 

Among the much-appreciated letters 
we have received—many of which are 
reprinted on the back covers of this first 
issue—is one from a very special lady, the 
widow of Gen. Leon Degrelle, one of the 
authentic heroes of this or any other age. 

Pygmies may carp that Degrelle was 
on the German side during World War II. 
But the truth is, by any decent measure 
he is an admirable figure and one whose 
memory is honored more by men who 
tasted military combat on the Allied side 
than by those who did not. Those who 
would judge Degrelle, or any other hon¬ 
orable fighting man, by the side he was 
on rather than his personal qualities are 
unfit to judge real men at all. 

The full story of Leon Degrelle must 
wait for another issue. In this one we 
can only note with pride that beginning 
with the November issue we shall begin 
the printing of chapters from his unpub¬ 
lished works. 

The story about these unpublished 
documents is itself almost an epic. A 
once-admirable institute which planned 
to publish the manuscripts in book form 
was taken over by persons whose agenda 
included trashing the contract with 
Degrelle and throwing the manuscripts 
down the Memory Hole. The outcry from 
their supporters persuaded them to try to 
reverse their course. However, a contract 
once broken is broken and General 
Degrelle’s widow, disgusted with the 
impostors, assigned all rights to us. 

Thus, our fortunate subscribers will 
profit from the malice of those who 
sought to silence Leon Degrelle, and the 
ghost of Degrelle will rest easier now that 
he knows that the great labors which 
consumed his time in the latter days of 
his life will not be unrequited. ♦ 





Revisionism and the 
Promotion of Peace 

By Harry Elmer Barnes 


During the last forty years or so, 
Revisionism has become a fighting term. 
To so-called Revisionists, it implies an 
honest search for historical truth and the 
discrediting of misleading myths that are a 
barrier to peace and goodwill among 
nations. In the minds of anti-Revisionists, 
the term savors of malice, vindictiveness, 
and an unholy desire to smear the saviors 
of mankind. 

Actually, Revisionism means nothing 
more or less than the effort to correct 
the historical record in the light of a 
more complete collection of historical 
facts, a more calm political atmosphere, 
and a more objective attitude. It has 
been going on ever since Lorenzo Valla 
(1407-1457) exposed the forged 
“Donation of Constantine,” which was a 
cornerstone of the papal claim to secu¬ 
lar power, and he later called attention 
to the unreliable methods of Livy in 
dealing with early Roman history. 
Indeed, the Revisionist impulse long 
antedated Valla, and it has been devel¬ 
oping ever since that time. It had been 
employed in American history long 
before the term came into rather gener¬ 
al use following the First World War. 

Revisionism has been most frequently 
and effectively applied to correcting the 
historical record relative to wars, 
because truth is always the first war 
casualty, the emotional disturbances and 
distortions in historical writing are great¬ 
est in wartime, and both the need and 
the material for correcting historical 
myths are most evident in connection 
with wars. 

Revisionism was applied to the 
American Revolution many years ago. 
Beginning with the writings of men like 
George Louis Beer, it was shown that the 
British commercial policy toward the 
Colonies was not as harsh and lawless as 
it had been portrayed by George Bancroft 
and others among the early ultra-patriotic 
historians. Others demonstrated that the 
British measures imposed on the colonies 
after the close of the French and Indian 
War were in general accord with the 
British constitutional system. Finally, 
Clarence W. Alvord made it clear that 
Britain was more concerned with the des¬ 
tiny of the Mississippi Valley than she was 
with such disturbances as those connect¬ 
ed with the Stamp Act, the Boston 
Massacre and the Boston Tea Party. 

The War of 1812 was similarly sub¬ 
jected to Revisionist correction. Henry 
Adams revealed that Timothy Pickering 


and the extreme anti-war Federalists 
played a decisive role in encouraging 
the British to continue their oppressive 
commercial policies that aided the 
American “warhawks” in leading this 
country into war. They misrepresented 
Jefferson’s commercial and naval poli¬ 
cies to an almost treasonable extent. 
More recently, Irving Brant, in his 
notable biography of Madison, has 
shown that Madison was not actually 
pushed into war against his personal 
convictions by Clay, Calhoun, and the 
“warhawks,” but made the decision for 
war on the basis of his own beliefs. 

The Mexican War has been specifical¬ 
ly treated by Revisionists. For a long 
time, historians who sought to correct 
the wartime passions of 1846 criticized 
Polk and the war group as rather con¬ 
scienceless war-mongers, impelled by 
political ambition, who pounced with¬ 
out justification upon a helpless little 
country. Then, in 1919, along came 
Justin H. Smith, who, in his The War 
With Mexico, showed that there had 
been plenty of arrogance, defiance and 
provocation on the part of Santa Ana 
and the Mexicans. 

While the term Revisionism has been 
little used in connection with the 
process, the causes of the Civil War (War 
between the States) have been a field for 
far more extensive Revisionist research 
and restatement than the causes of 
either World War. This was made clear in 
the remarkable summary of Revisionist 
studies of the coming of the Civil War by 
Professor Howard K. Beale in 1946. The 
outcome of these scholarly efforts 
demonstrated that the Civil War, like 
General Bradley’s description of the 
Korean War, was “the wrong war, in the 
wrong place at the wrong time.” 
Hotheads on both sides brought on the 
war, while judicious restraint might easi¬ 
ly have averted the catastrophe. 
Professor William A. Dunning and his 
seminar students at Columbia University 
rigorously applied Revisionism to the 
aftermath of the Civil War and vindictive 
reconstruction measures piloted through 
Congress by Charles Sumner and 
Thaddeus Stevens. Their verdict was 
popularized in Claude Bowers’ book on 
The Tragic Era. 

Revisionist historians soon tackled the 
propaganda concerning the Spanish- 
American War which had been fomented 
by Hearst and Pulitzer and exploited by 
the war camp among the Republicans of 



Prof. Barnes now deceased, wrote 
this article over four decades ago. 


1898. James Ford Rhodes showed how 
McKinley, with the full Spanish conces¬ 
sions to his demands in his pocket, con¬ 
cealed the Spanish capitulation from 
Congress and demanded war. Further 
research has revealed that there is no con¬ 
clusive evidence whatever that the 
Spanish sank the battleship Maine and has 
shown that Theodore Roosevelt quite ille¬ 
gally started the war by an unauthorized 
order to Admiral Dewey to attack the 
Spanish fleet at Manila while Secretary 
Long was out of his office. Julius H. Pratt 
and others have exposed the irresponsi¬ 
ble war-mongering of the “warhawks” of 
1898, such as Theodore Roosevelt, Henry 
Cabot Lodge and Albert J. Beveridge, and 
indicated the primary responsibility of 
Admiral Mahan for the expansionist phi¬ 
losophy upon which this rise of American 
imperialism was based. 

Hence, long before the Austrian 
Archduke was assassinated by Serbian 
plotters on 28 June 1914, Revisionism had 
a long and impressive history and had 
been brought into use on all the impor¬ 
tant wars in which the United States had 
been engaged. Applied abroad to the 
Franco-Prussian War, it clearly proved 
that the initiative lay with France rather 
than Bismarck and the Prussians. But it 
was the First World War which brought 
the term “Revisionism” into general use. 
This was because many wished to use 
the historical studies of the causes of the 
War as the basis for a revision of the 
Treaty of Versailles, which had been 
based on a complete acceptance of the 
theory of sole German-Austrian responsi¬ 
bility for the outbreak of the European 
War in early August, 1914. 
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By that time, the new methods of com¬ 
munication, mass journalism, and greater 
mastery of propaganda techniques 
enabled the combatants to whip up pop¬ 
ular opinion and mass hatred as never 
before in the history of warfare. Jonathan 
French Scott’s Five Weeks revealed how 
the press stirred up violent hatreds in July, 
1914. The intensity of feeling in the 
United States has recently been recalled in 
an impressive manner in H.C. Peterson’s 
Opponents of War, 1917-1918. As C. 
Hartley Grattan, the present writer, and 
others, have pointed out, the historians 
scrambled on the propaganda bandwag¬ 
on with great alacrity and vehemence. It 
was almost universally believed that 
Germany was entirely responsible not 
only for the outbreak of war in 1914 but 
also for American entry in April, 1917. 
Anyone who publicly doubted this popu¬ 
lar dogma was in danger of the tar buck¬ 
et, and Eugene Debs was imprisoned by 
the man who had proclaimed the war to 
be one to make the world safe for democ¬ 
racy. Debs’ crime was a statement that the 
war had an economic basis, precisely 
what Wilson himself declared in a speech 
on 5 September 1919- 

There is no space here to go into the 
scope and nature of Revisionist studies 
on the causes of the First World War. We 
can only illustrate the situation by citing 
a few of the outstanding myths and indi¬ 
cating the manner in which they were 
disposed of by Revisionists. 

A leading allegation which produced 
violent feelings against the Germans in 
the First World War was the charge that 
they had committed unique and brutal 
atrocities against civilians, especially in 
Belgium—mutilating children, women 
and the helpless, generally. They were 
said to have utilized the bodies of dead 
German and Allied soldiers to make fer¬ 
tilizers and soap, and otherwise to have 
behaved like degraded beasts. The dis¬ 
tinguished British publicist, Lord James 
Bryce, was induced to lend his name to 
the authentication of these atrocity 
reports. After the war, a large number of 
books riddled these atrocity tales, 
notably Sir Arthur Ponsonby’s Falsehood 
in Wartime, and J.M. Read’s Atrocity 
Propaganda. The First World War was 
no picnic, but no informed scholar today 
believes that any considerable part of 
the alleged atrocities actually took place, 
or that the Germans were any more 
guilty of atrocious conduct than the 
other participants in the war. 

Scholars and publicists who had been 
condemned to silence during the war 
soon sought to clear their consciences 
and set the record straight after the close 
of hostilities. Indeed Francis Neilson 
anticipated many basic Revisionist con¬ 


clusions in his How Diplomats Make 
War, which was published in 1915 and 
may by regarded as the first important 
Revisionist book on the causes of the 
First World War. Lord Loreburn’s How 
the War Came, a scathing indictment of 
the English diplomats, came out at the 
same time that the Treaty of Versailles 
was drafted. 

The first American scholar thoroughly 
to challenge the wartime propaganda 
was Professor Sidney B. Fay of Smith 
College who brought out a series of 
three striking articles in the American 
Historical Review, beginning in July, 
1920. These first aroused my interest in 
the facts. During the war, I had accept¬ 
ed the propaganda; indeed, had unwit¬ 
tingly written some of it. 

As we have already explained briefly 
the historical scholarship that sought to 
produce the truth relative to the causes 
of the First World War came to be 
known as Revisionism. 

Since Revisionism, whatever its ser¬ 
vices to the cause of historical truth, 
failed to avert the Second World War, 
many have regarded the effort to seek the 
truth about the responsibility for war as 
futile in any practical sense. But any such 
verdict is not conclusive. Had not the 
general political and economic situation 
in Europe, from 1920 onward, been such 
as overwhelmingly to encourage emo¬ 
tions and restrain reason, there is every 
probability that the Revisionist verdict on 
1914 would have led to changes in the 
Versailles Diktat that would have pre¬ 
served peace. In the United States, less 
disturbed by emotional cross-currents, 
Revisionism exerted an impressive influ¬ 
ence, all of which worked for peace. It 
was partly responsible for increasing the 
restraint imposed on France at the time of 
the Ruhr invasion for the mitigation of the 
harsh reparations system, for the Nye 
investigation of the armament industry 
and its nefarious ramifications, and for 
our neutrality legislation. 

The fact that, despite many months of 
the most vigorous and irresponsible pro¬ 
paganda for our intervention in the 
Second World War, over eighty percent of 
the American people were in favor of 
refraining from intervention on the very 
eve of Pearl Harbor proves that the 
impact of Revisionism on the American 
public mind had been deep, abiding and 
salutary. If President Roosevelt had not 
been able to incite the Japanese to attack 
Pearl Harbor, the Revisionist campaign of 
the late 1920’s might have saved the 
United States from the tragedies of the 
early 1940’s and what may be the greater 
calamities which grew out of our inter¬ 
vention in the Second World War and still 
lie ahead of us. 


Long before the Second World War 
broke out at the beginning of September 
1939, it was evident that, when it came, 
it would present an even more dramatic 
and formidable Revisionist problem at its 
close than did the First World War; the 
stage was all set for a much greater vol¬ 
ume and variety of distorting hatreds 
than in the years before 1914, and the 
capacity to whip up passion and dissem¬ 
inate myths had notably increased in the 
interval. Many technical advances in 
journalism, larger newspaper staffs, 
especially of foreign “experts,” and 
greater emphasis on foreign affairs, all 
made it certain that the press would play 
a far more effective role in swaying the 
masses than in 1914-18. Indeed, even in 
1914, as Jonathan F. Scott and Oron J. 
Hale have made clear the press was per¬ 
haps as potent a cause of the war as the 
folly of the heads of states and their 
diplomats. It was bound to exert an even 
more powerful and malevolent influence 
in 1939 and thereafter. 

One lesson that Revisionism might 
teach us is that we should learn from it 
public attitudes which could protect us 
against repeated folly and tragedy. The 
eminent philosopher, John Dewey, told 
a friend of mine that if he had not been 
so wrong in his attitude toward the First 
World War (as exemplified by his 
German Philosophy and Politics), he 
might have succumbed to the propagan¬ 
da that led us into the Second World 
War. But publics appear to profit less by 
experience than pragmatic philosophers. 
They seem to vindicate Hegel’s classic 
observation that the only lesson that his¬ 
tory teaches us is that we learn nothing 
from history. In an age of hydrogen 
bombs, intercontinental guided missiles, 
terrifyingly lethal chemical and bacterial 
warfare, and push-button military tech¬ 
nology, we shall have to do better than 
the publics of Hegel’s time if we are to 
have any prospect of survival or of 
attaining such a degree of peace, securi¬ 
ty, and well-being as would justify sur¬ 
vival. But the American public can hard¬ 
ly learn any lesson from Revisionism if it 
does not even know that it exists, to say 
nothing of its content and implications. 

LTnless and until we can break 
through the historical blackout, now 
supported even by public policy, and 
enable the peoples of the world to know 
the facts concerning international rela¬ 
tions during the last quarter of a centu¬ 
ry, there can be no real hope for the 
peace, security and prosperity which the 
present triumphs of science and tech¬ 
nology could make possible. The well¬ 
being of the human race, if not its very 
survival, is very literally dependent on 
the triumph of Revisionism. ♦ 



Haiti — From Island Paradise 
to Perpetual Basket Case 

By George Fowler 


In Haiti, Clinton will expend a 
billion taxpayer dollars to 
“restore democracy,” just as his 
globalist predecessor Woodrow 
Wilson did in 1915. 

On the first of Christopher Columbus’ 
four voyages to the New World, he ini¬ 
tially set foot on the small island of San 
Salvador and then Cuba. But it was the 
third island he encountered that drew 
his greatest wonder, and upon which 
he was to spend by far the most time. 
He considered it breathtakingly beauti¬ 
ful beyond his fondest dreams. But 
that paradise is long lost. Now, and for 
two centuries past, it has been a place 
called Haiti. 

In 1492 and for three subsequent 
centuries Haiti was far from today’s land 
of hopeless slums and dissipated natur¬ 
al resources. The famed navigator 
found the land magnificently fertile, and 
said in his journal that its mountains 
“are beautiful and clear . . . everywhere 
there are beautiful groves of trees.” 

His royal Spanish expedition had 
brought gifts for any natives they might 
encounter, and they found the Taino 
Arawak Indians to be friendly and help¬ 
ful. The Genoan became fast friends 
with the five Arawak chiefs. But the 
simple and genuine warmth of the 
natives was to have lethal side effects, 
for both sides. From the Spanish the 
Indians eventually contracted such 
European afflictions as influenza and 


measles, which would hasten their 
demise. And evidently Columbus’ sail¬ 
ors contracted syphilis from the native 
women; thereby acting as its initial car¬ 
riers to European civilization. 

In short order the Spanish party 
realized that gold was to be found on 
this island, which Columbus named 
Hispaniola. Although the sources of 
large gold and copper deposits on 
Hispaniola would be located and 
exploited by subsequent Spanish set¬ 
tlers, the discovery of its presence 
delighted Columbus. He took aboard 
several nuggets for the pleasure of his 
magisterial sponsors, Ferdinand of 
Aragon and Isabella of Castile. 

Spain, recently released from the 
heavy task of driving the Moors from 
Granada and the continent, colonized 
the island to exploit its exciting but 
limited gold resources. And in so 
doing they attempted to enslave the 
Indians, who numbered some half mil¬ 
lion. But these natives did not take 
well to press-gang labor. Between the 
harsh conditions imposed by the 
Spaniards and the killing off of rebel¬ 
lious Indians, plus the toll taken by 
imported disease, their population 
was reduced to a mere 60,000 in just 
15 years. Facing a labor shortage, 
Charles V of Spain, successor to 
Isabella and Ferdinand, approved an 
idea to purchase blacks from their trib¬ 
al chiefs in West Africa to fill the 



A symbol of defiance against 
Napoleon’s designs on the early 
republic, the Citadel dominates a 
mountain range within sight of the 
northern coast. 

colony’s requirements. However, few 
had been imported by the 1520s, 
when gold resources appeared deplet¬ 
ed and Spain turned her interest 
toward Mexico and Peru. 

Neglected and now sparsely popu¬ 
lated, Hispaniola’s location in the 
waters of the storied “Spanish Main” 
attracted pirates from England and 
France. The remaining Spaniards with¬ 
drew across the mountains to the 
island’s eastern section, now the 
Dominican Republic, to raise cattle. 
The pirate strongholds evolved into 
permanent British and French settle¬ 
ments in what is now Haiti, with the 
French much more numerous. 

In 1697 a Spanish-French treaty rec¬ 
ognized French sovereignty over what 
they named Saint Dominique. And dur¬ 
ing the next century Saint Dominique 
became the richest and most productive 
of all European colonies. It exported 
more than all of Britain’s Caribbean 
possessions combined, with sugar the 
main export but also large quantities of 
coffee, cotton and indigo. 



Poorest part of one of the hemisphere’s poorest slums, the “city of cartons” 
floats on a swamp of human and animal waste, whose nauseating sewage 
ponds contribute to the nation’s epidemic of sanitation-related diseases. 
















Page 6 


THE BARNES REVIEW 


October, 1994 


The French called Saint Dominique 
“The Pearl of the Antilles,” and for the 
privileged it became a place of con¬ 
siderable social refinement. Theaters 
and cultural societies flourished, while 
grand balls and elaborate parties 
matching those of the salons of Paris 
were regular events. With an ongoing 
prosperity, France’s latest creature 
comforts and fashions were imported 
in abundance. 

This splendid and lucrative life was 
of course based on the backs of African 
slaves. In 1681 there were but 2,000 in 
Saint Dominique. But by the advent of 
the French Revolution in 1789 there 
were 500,000. And that number did not 
reflect the many thousands who had 
died en route from Africa or who, like 
the Indians before them, expired as a 
result of severe working and living 
conditions. The rudimentary welfare 
state and often cordial slave-master 
relations that obtained in America until 
the 1860s were overwhelmingly foreign 
to Saint Dominique. 

Clearly, these Africans had been 
treated no better than the Spanish had 
treated the now-extinct Indians and the 
relatively few blacks they had import¬ 
ed. In any event, by the late 18th 
Century, Saint Dominique boasted a 
pure water supply, excellent medical 
facilities, well engineered sanitation 
and highly productive farms. The capi¬ 
tal of Port au Prince was a thriving 
town of 8,000. An efficient road system 
linked all major sites of production and 
commerce. The colony’s population 
included 39,000 whites and 30 to 40 


thousand “free colored” mulattos, in 
addition to the half million blacks. 

Most of the mulattos were property 
owning affranchis —free men. Follow¬ 
ing the outbreak of revolution in 
France and the subsequent overthrow 
of Louis XVI, the mixed race popula¬ 
tion demanded representation in Saint 
Dominique’s government. Yet, contrary 
to what one might think these days, the 
mixed race population felt no kinship 
with the enslaved blacks. In fact, one 
mulatto leader wrote: “Our greatest fear 
concerns the Negro slaves.” In May of 
1791 the mulattos took up arms against 
the whites in an unsuccessful attempt 
to achieve not mere representation but 
equal control of the colony’s affairs. 
That month, in Paris, the revolutionary 
assembly did grant them equality and 
hinted that emancipation of the slaves 
was forthcoming. 

The affranchis had long looked 
with contempt upon the African 
slaves, and now they sought entry into 
the colony’s highest echelons. But the 
slaves were growing increasingly dis¬ 
content, and began to plot against 
their masters in secret. In August 1791 
several of their leaders congregated 
for a voodoo ceremony in an isolated 
forest. This gathering triggered the first 
of the slave revolts, and within six 
weeks a thousand whites had been 
mobbed and slaughtered, with hun¬ 
dreds of plantations destroyed. This 
point, without dismissing the justified 
grievances harbored by the blacks, 
marked the beginning of the end for 
advanced civilized living (save for the 



On a cardboard bed a child sleeps 
in a Port au Prince slum. 


immediate circles of an endless suc¬ 
cession of plush-living potentates) in 
Haiti. Eventually, the whites walled 
themselves off in the larger towns. 
Lines of forts and block houses were 
constructed to link them. 

In September the mulattos switched 
their allegiance to the blacks and joined 
in the killing of whites. And a brutal, 
atrocity-ridden campaign of whites 
against both populations ensued. On 
Feb. 3, 1794 the French Assembly 
declared all slaves equal citizens of the 
new republic. In addition to its “equali¬ 
ty of man” rhetoric, the assembly felt 
that universal suffrage would end the 
tempest. At about this time Pierre 
Dominique Toussaint L’Ouverture, an 
illiterate but gifted black, rose to prima¬ 
ry leadership of his people. 

Toussaint was a brutal, scheming and 
power hungry figure. But he possessed 
exceptional natural ability in the mili¬ 
tary and political realms. At one point 
he swore allegiance to France and allied 
himself with her to thwart a British 
attempt to exploit France’s predicament 
and take control of Saint Dominique. 
By 1799 the French Republic’s influence 
in the region had waned totally, 
although Saint Dominique remained a 
nominal colony. 

Now enjoying dictatorial control, 
Toussaint preferred to deal on an equal 
basis with mulattos and the few remain¬ 
ing whites. He forced most of those 
who had constituted his black slave 
army back to the now-decimated plan- 



Bygone glory of Haiti’s lush mahogany and tropical oak forests can only 
be imagined in the denuded mountains north of Port au Prince. The ruins 
of a coffee plantation hark back to the 1780s, when 40,000 Frenchmen 
ruled 700,000 African slaves. 












October, 1994 


THE BARNES REVIEW 


Page 7 


tations. Soon perceiving the mulattos as 
a threat to his power, he regrouped 
large numbers of blacks and turned on 
his erstwhile allies. Thus the mulattos, 
who were in relative high cotton under 
the French, were slaughtered to the 
point of near-extinction. 

In December of 1803 Toussaint 
declared what was now called Haiti 
(an Indian term for “mountainous”) an 
independent nation. In January 1804 
virtually all the remaining whites were 
massacred. After Napoleon rose to 
power he vowed to retake Saint 
Dominique. He dispatched a 22,000- 
man force on 86 ships, by far the 
largest expeditionary force ever to sail 
from Europe to the Americas. 
Toussaint had prepared a scorched- 
earth reception, and moved his rag-tag 
army into the mountains, from where 
it could conduct guerrilla operations 
against the invaders. 

Toussaint’s well-conceived strategy 
and tactics, along with a major assist 
from yellow fever, played havoc with 
the French arrivals. The expedition 
failed, with a large number of 
Napoleon’s men never seeing France 
again. But before the French with¬ 
drew, Toussaint was lured into captiv¬ 
ity by way of a sham treaty meeting. 
He died in captivity and his successor, 
former slave Jean-Claude Dessalines, 
saw the final victory. 

This leader, like Toussaint, was nat¬ 
urally gifted, callous and brutal. The 
whites were now gone and few mulat¬ 
tos remained alive. But Dessalines’ 
independence did not translate to 
black equality any more than during 
Toussaint’s rule. The new dictator and 
a few chosen blacks and mulattos held 
hard the reins of power. 


Haiti’s third and last ex-slave leader 
of exceptional ability (and with an 
equally despotic contempt for his own 
people) was Henri Christophe, a former 
Dessalines henchman. With what 
amounted to slave labor he built, based 
on French plans that had been left 
behind, a huge fortress on a high 
mountain off the northern coast. The 
impressive structure was built partly for 
defense, but more importantly to reflect 
Christophe’s sense of personal glory. 
Workers on the project who appeared 
to be slacking off were executed, as an 
example to other “free” black Haitians. 

Had the French remained in Saint 
Dominique/Haiti for another century, a 
numerically significant mulatto middle 
class, in the manner of the Dominican 
Republic, could have evolved. But 
given the wholesale human and institu¬ 
tional destruction that the ex-slaves had 
wrought at the outset, and their un¬ 
comprehending ruination of the land 
and forests over subsequent decades, 
the place didn’t stand a chance. This 
realization may account for Haitians 
being among the most skin-tone 
obsessed people to be found any¬ 
where. An old saying on the island is 
that “a rich black is a mulatto.” 

Thus post-revolutionary Haiti was 
anything but a land of liberty, equality 
and fraternity. It quickly developed a 
society of two castes. Blacks who were 
in with a particular regime and the 
much-reduced mulatto population 
dominated commerce and government. 
They inhabited Port au Prince and other 
coastal towns. And the capacity for 
commerce was enhanced in the 19th 
Century when they allowed in a num¬ 
ber of European entrepreneurs, largely 
Jewish merchants from Germany. 



Columbus and his crew were greet¬ 
ed warmly by the natives 


Blacks who were not part of an inner 
circle or who were not needed for 
functional labor were forced to the 
countryside of despoiled plantations 
and farms. Large numbers of these 
now-peasants moved to the more 
mountainous areas. There they system¬ 
atically despoiled the forests in their 
perpetual quest for firewood. Thus 
began the serious problem of soil ero¬ 
sion which continues to this day. 
Successive governments were typified 
by corruption, incompetence and bru¬ 
tality. What commerce remained was 
stimulated by the European traders and 
centered mostly on coffee production. 

In the 19th Century France bought 
most of Haiti’s coffee and about half of 
its remaining exports, while German 
companies controlled the wholesale 
and retail businesses. Haiti’s longest 
period under one ruler occurred during 
the 1820-1843 tenure of Jean-Pierre 
Boyer, the light-skinned protege of the 
previous mulatto ruler. Boyer’s govern¬ 
ment was perennially bankrupt, and vir¬ 
tually nothing was invested in educa¬ 
tion or in attempts to reinvigorate the 
French-created infrastructure or the 
once lush and productive farmland. 

To each new arrival from Europe, it 
became clear that Haiti had been 
declining since the end of colonial 
administration. And in the 72 years 
from Boyer’s ouster to America’s 
Wilsonian occupation in 1915, Haiti 
knew 22 heads of state; with only one 
completing his term of office. Their 



The National Palace, seat of Duvalier power, on the Champs de Mars. 
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At a voodoo ceremony near Gonaives a believer lies exhausted after being 
possessed by a loa, in this case as punishment for some transgression. 


fates included one being hacked to 
death by a mob and another being 
blown up in his palace. 

In the latter half of the 19th Century 
the European business presence in 
Haiti was complemented by a number 
of missionaries and teachers. These 
influences were particularly welcomed 
by the Francophones among the 
mulatto and black upper class. These 
urban sophisticates liked to think of 
themselves as French. This sense of 
superiority served to further distance 
the top dogs from the dog’s life of the 
Haitian masses. 

What apparently prevented the 
development of smoldering hatreds 
on a mass scale, the conditions for 
popular revolt, was the absence of 
the often brutally hard labor central 
to slave life throughout the period of 
French colonial rule. 

In fact Haitians were left largely to 
themselves by successive regimes inter¬ 
ested mainly in personal power and 
earthly pleasures. The average Haitian, 
then as now, had little sense of money 
or the structural disciplines relative to 
it. A relaxed life of barter and a sense 
of happiness based on personal satis¬ 
factions of the moment was and 
remains central to Haitian life. The 
presence of missionaries representing 
Catholic and other denominations has 
left a Christian facade throughout most 
of Haiti. But the African cult of voodoo, 
with its great mystical powers, has 
remained the dominant force in the 
spiritual life of the masses. 

Vestiges of what is now referred to 
as Afro-Caribbean religion are found 
throughout the islands. But it’s evident 
that Haiti has “kept the faith” to a 
unique degree. In his 1992 book, A 


Continent of Islands, author Mark 
Kurlansky wrote: “Voodoo is every¬ 
where in modern Haiti. Charms and 
offerings are commonplace. Traveling 
the countryside at night, one sees 
women wandering in fields dressed in 
white, their eyes sometimes rolled 
toward their foreheads.” 

In 1987 James Furguson wrote in 
Papa Doc, Baby Doc—Haiti and the 
Duvaliers that, to black slaves import¬ 
ed from Africa, “voodoo was a very 
real religion.” Further, this link with 
Africa “exists today in a country that 
has more churches per head of popu¬ 
lation than any other, and if centuries 
separate modern Haitians from their 
African origins, the spiritual connec¬ 
tion remains largely intact.” 

Following the American occupation 
of Cuba after the Spanish-American 
War and the U.S. construction of the 
Panama Canal, our nation’s interest in 
Haiti increased. The Canal began 
operating in 1914, the year that World 
War I broke out in Europe. The British 
were quite concerned about the strong 
German presence in Haiti, where its 
residents outnumbered those of 
American nationality two-to-one. 
German gunboats had visited Haiti 
many times, both to ensure the inter¬ 
ests of German citizens and to deliver 
weapons their merchants had sold to 
various warring factions. 

In the early years of the 20th Century 
Haiti had been fairly tranquil. But the 
years following the 1911 overthrow of a 
leader named Antoine Simon proved 
particularly hectic and bloody, even by 
the standards of Haitian politics. Six 
presidents held office in the next four 
years. The pretext for an intervention 
urged upon President Woodrow Wilson 


by the British came in 1915. A black 
leader, Guillaume Sam, had taken 
power and had retaliated against a 
counter-uprising by slaughtering 200 
elite mulattos he had rounded up. This 
further enraged his enemies, who 
dragged Sam from the French Embassy, 
where he had sought refuge. And 
despite the protests of the French 
Ambassador, Sam was hacked to pieces 
in the Embassy garden. 

In this atmosphere of turmoil, Wilson 
ordered Navy Secretary Josephus 
Daniels to dispatch the cruiser U.S.S. 
Washington to Haiti. But few historians 
doubt the presence of London’s fine 
hand, including that of First Lord of the 
Admiralty Winston Churchill, or that 
America’s undersecretary of the Navy, 
Franklin Delano Roosevelt, was keenly 
involved. In 1915 Roosevelt and 
Churchill colluded to fashion the great 
international incident surrounding the 
U-boat sinking of the “passenger liner” 
HMS Lusitania. 

And, as Walter LaFeber noted in his 
1983 book Inevitable Revolutions, 
American “progressives” of the 1900- 
1920 era tempered their professed ide¬ 
alism with strong financial interest. 
LaFeber pointed out that American 
firms, led by the United Fruit 
Company, “pivoted Central American 
economies until they meshed with the 
U.S. system.” The U.S. was “willing and 
able to reinforce economic depen¬ 
dence with direct military and political 
intervention.” In fact, the U.S. Marines 
were sent into the Caribbean area 20 
times between 1898 and 1920. 

In any event, the U.S.S. Washington, 
the flagship of our Atlantic Fleet cruiser 
squadron with Rear Admiral William 
Caperton aboard, pulled into Cap- 
Haitien. This was Haiti’s second largest 
city, with a population of 25,000. 

Following an on-shore inspection, 
the cruiser’s skipper, Captain Edward 
L. Beach, wrote that the port “present¬ 
ed the appearance of a ruined town. 
Business was at a standstill. The 
streets, still paved with cobblestones 
placed there by the French 150 years 
ago, were uncared for. Walls and 
buildings were cracked and crumbling 
and in disrepair. But one thing was 
flourishing, and that was revolution.” 

In the seven decades prior to Capt. 
Beach’s arrival, Haiti had experienced 
102 civil wars, revolutions and palace 
revolts. The national treasury was con¬ 
tinually empty, with huge foreign 
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bank loans placing the country under 
an insurmountable burden of debt. 
Successive regimes had floated short¬ 
term bonds to finance their various 
ventures. Only a fixed amount of 
money advanced from the United 
States and France to the National Bank 
of Haiti kept the country from com¬ 
plete insolvency. 

In 1914, fear in the U.S. that the 
Haitian National Bank’s gold reserves 
would be pilfered had prompted 
Secretary of State William Jennings 
Bryan to request that a Navy ship be 
sent in to remove it. The gunboat 
Mathias tied up in the harbor at Port au 
Prince on December 17. At noon, when 
most of the city’s people were engaged 
in their midday nap, 50 Marines 
marched to the bank. They loaded the 
gold onto mule carts and brought it to 
the hold of their ship. Upon hearing of 
this, the Haitian ambassador in Wash¬ 
ington railed against Bryan for “a fla¬ 
grant invasion of the sovereignty and 
independence of the Republic of Haiti.” 

Given the fact that the National Bank 
had been under the control of French 
and American banks, Bryan’s initiative 
can hardly be faulted. Yet questions 
arise as to why this bank was continu¬ 
ally propped up as a conduit for U.S. 
and European loans to a totally unreli¬ 
able, deadbeat “republic.” Evidently, an 
odd but quite lucrative economic game 
of money manipulation was being 
played in a “third world” land long 
before that term was coined, and before 
the World Bank and the International 
Monetary Fund came into being. 

As to the 1915 intervention, Wood- 
row Wilson was clearly the most 
prominent one-world idealist prior to 
the FDR-Wendell Willkie era. And in 
July, Wilson responded to Admiral 
Caperton’s desperate-situation-in-Haiti 
dispatches just as his spiritual descen¬ 
dants have responded in 1994. The 
President stated that “We consider it 
our duty to insist on constitutional 
government there, and will, if neces¬ 
sary . . . take charge of elections and 
see that a real government is erected 
which we can support.” 

However, other factors call into ques¬ 
tion the pristine moral integrity of 
Wilson’s words. Wilson’s contempt for 
the black race was well known at the 
time and is well documented. Upon tak¬ 
ing office in 1913, he fired virtually all 


black federal employees (excluding 
White House servants) brought in dur¬ 
ing the McKinley-Roosevelt-Taft Repub¬ 
lican administrations. In that pre-FDR 
era, which saw the beginning of massive 
party realignment in America, both the 
black and Jewish vote were overwhelm¬ 
ingly Republican. The Democrats were 
considered the friend of the white mid¬ 
dle and working class constituencies. 

Also bringing Wilson’s sincerity into 
question was the matter of a new 
Secretary of State. Wilson had chosen 
the very pro-British Robert Lansing to 
succeed Bryan. The latter had resigned 
in protest over Wilson’s trade and 
other pro-intervention policies favor¬ 
ing Britain over Germany. To Bryan, 
an intervention to remove gold from 
the clutches of despots was one thing. 
But to spare Britain the cost of drain¬ 
ing her own personnel and logistical 
capacities, while clearly instigating a 
confrontation with a Germany that 
had not affronted the U.S., was some¬ 
thing monstrously different. 

In any event the subsequent years of 
U.S. occupation of Haiti were hardly 
ones of sustained cruelty. It is a fact that 
there were instances of vile conduct 
and outright atrocity committed by both 
officers and men. But the American 
occupation was a fundamentally 
humane period. The Americans dramat¬ 
ically improved conditions that had 
been in perpetual disintegration since 
the exit of the French. 

Roads, bridges, port facilities and 
hospitals were constructed. The first 
automatic telephone system in Latin 
America was installed, linking Port au 
Prince to other towns. Street lights were 
introduced, as well as the first water 
purification system since colonial days. 
And a reforestation program was 
launched to reverse the effects of end¬ 
less binges of tree felling that followed 
French rule. Programs of basic educa¬ 
tion and job training were initiated. 

The efforts to educate were matched 
by attempts to eradicate voodoo’s hold 
on the populace. The Americans saw 
the practice as Haiti’s most regressive 
influence. But the anti-voodoo cam¬ 
paign was widely resented by the pop¬ 
ulation as a racist attempt to subvert 
Haitian cultural beliefs. 

In 1929 a labor dispute involving 
American personnel resulted in a 
dozen blacks being shot. This was 


small-change carnage relative to the 
country’s blood-steeped track record. 
But the new U.S. President, Herbert 
Hoover, began to wonder whether 
Haiti was worth U.S. expenditures. In 
1918 the Wilson administration had set 
1936 as the year in which American 
forces would be withdrawn. But fol¬ 
lowing the report of a committee he 
had sent to Haiti, Hoover moved up 
the departure date. 

What was called “de-occupation” 
commenced. Haitians began taking 
over key ministries, legislation could 
be enacted free of U.S. veto and the 
now-solvent Banque Nationale was 
again placed in control of public 
spending. In 1933, the first year of 
Franklin D. Roosevelt’s administration, 
an independence treaty was signed. It 
stipulated, vaguely but ominously, that 
a “special relationship” would remain 
between the two countries. 

The American occupation had 
brought Haiti a relatively long period 
of stability and the first major improve¬ 
ments in the country since the French 
had been ousted. But once that pres¬ 
ence was removed, Haitian society 
quickly deteriorated. In a most unkind 
reference, the 1940 World Book 
Encyclopedia reads: “The Haitian peo¬ 
ple are still low in civilization. The 
women do most of the manual labor 
and all are ignorant and lazy. 
Although nominally Catholic, the bar¬ 
baric rites of voodoo worship, a sur¬ 
vival of their African heritage, still 
flourishes. French is spoken but it is a 
corrupt form called ‘creole.’ ” 

During World War II the U.S. estab¬ 
lished a naval base in Haiti and this 
brought some amount of wartime 
prosperity. But in 1946 things were 
back to normal, with four revolutions 
that year. This state of perpetual unrest 
(for the politically ambitious if not for 
the mass of care-free citizens) contin¬ 
ued until the iron dictatorship of 
Francois “Papa Doc” Duvalier debuted 
in 1957. Duvalier was the black son of 
a lower middle class teacher and jus¬ 
tice of the peace who received a med¬ 
ical diploma and married the daughter 
of a prosperous mulatto merchant. 

The ambitious Duvalier realized that 
power within the military Guardia was 
much stronger medicine in Haiti than 
an M.D. He moved up, ruthlessly 
when need be, through Haiti’s some- 
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what chaotic military ranks. And in 
1957 he gained control of the govern¬ 
ment by defeating in a landslide a 
wealthy mulatto planter, in an election 
strictly supervised by his military 
cohorts. In office Duvalier used the 
army to maintain his power, and he 
moved without mercy against poten¬ 
tial threats to his regime. 

Duvalier succeeded in winning U.S. 
economic and military aid. In the peri¬ 
od of Castro’s ascent in Cuba, the 
Haitian ruler held a trump card. He 
was not a communist and he swore to 
keep its seeds from flourishing in 
Haiti. And after Fidel’s revolution suc¬ 
ceeded in January 1959, Duvalier real¬ 
ized that he could dig his hand deep¬ 
er into Uncle Sam’s wallet. 

As with kindred African “republics” 
and their “presidents,” little of the for¬ 
eign aid largesse Duvalier received was 
put to use for the betterment of the 
Haitian people. An author familiar with 
the country, James Ferguson, wrote that 
under the first Duvalier regime Haiti 
“had become the poorest country in the 
Western Hemisphere; in every statistical 
scale ...” Ferguson said that “Papa 
Doc” had completed the process, fol¬ 
lowing the years of American presence, 
of “returning the provinces to the 
sleepy decay they had known in the lat¬ 
ter part of the previous century.” 

Duvalier died of natural causes in 
1971 and his son, Jean-Claude “Baby 
Doc” Duvalier, controlled Haiti until 
he was ousted in 1986. The son had 
also sought and received U.S. aid by 
promising to thwart communist sub¬ 
version, a vow he was totally posi¬ 
tioned to keep. A high point of “Baby 
Doc’s” corrupt rule occurred in 1975. 
Chronic maltreatment of the soil over 
many years had brought on famine. 
The U.S. and European countries con¬ 
tributed generously to famine relief. 
But Duvalier and his henchmen divert¬ 
ed massive amounts of foodstuffs to 
overseas commercial markets and 
pocketed huge windfalls of cash. 

By this time increasing numbers of 
Haitians were attempting to leave the 
county. By 1981 owners of filthy and 
unseaworthy boats were overcrowd¬ 
ing them with fleeing “refugees.” 
These “captains” were charging up to 
four times the fare of a luxury cruise, 
but up to 6,000 a month were finding 
the money to be ferried to Florida and 


elsewhere. 

These wretched people lacked any 
skills an advanced nation would wel¬ 
come. And they were riddled not only 
with typhoid and tuberculosis but the 
newly discovered AIDS. In fact, in pre¬ 
vious years Haiti had become a 
favored vacation spot for homosexual 
travelers seeking liaisons with local 
young men. Thus Haiti may have con¬ 
tributed mightily to the early 1980s 
AIDS outbreak in the United States. 

Today, save for two centuries of land 
abuse and structural decay, Haiti is 
amazingly similar to what it was during 
the reigning years of Toussaint, 
Dessalines and Christophe. Yet the 
American left—in the White House, 
within and without the Black Caucus on 
Capitol Hill, the media, etc.—continues 
with hypocritical insincerity to cry for 
the “return of democracy to Haiti.” 

Quite obviously, that condition has 
never pertained since its earliest days 
of “independence.” Haiti’s history 
shows that it has never been indepen¬ 
dent of its need for Western stimuli 
and succor in order to maintain any¬ 
thing above the most minimally toler¬ 
able conditions for human existence. 
History also shows that Haitians lack 
both the motivations and the capaci¬ 
ties for republican self rule, having no 
cultural reference points or institution¬ 
al experience of democracy. 

The true story of this tragic place is its 
descent from island paradise—“The 
Pearl of the Antilles”—and a Western 
Hemisphere garden spot to a pestilen¬ 
tial Hell. It should be apparent by now 
that nothing can be done to improve 
the population’s lot with foreign aid, 
military intervention or outrageously 
phony schemes to “restore democracy.” 
The problem is one of people and of 
culture. Ironically, the country’s current 
fortunes are made even more tragic by 
a sickeningly perverse economic block¬ 
ade imposed by President Clinton. 

American intervention, over many 
years, has provided nothing but tem¬ 
porary and partially soothing patches 
under which boils continue to fester. 
And Haiti’s high birth rate and prim¬ 
itive African mores guarantee that the 
problem will become steadily worse. 
The country’s situation is totally anal¬ 
ogous to the prevailing agonies of 
what can be termed Haiti’s “sister 
republics” in Africa. 


Following the disaster that was 
World War II, a great cry went up from 
the Eleanor Roosevelt-Jawaharlal 
Nehru crowd. With the Axis powers 
obliterated, the “winds of change” 
would bring “democracy now” to 
every tribal entity on the globe. 
Therefore, we must “throw off the 
yoke of colonialism.” And with a few 
magic strokes of pens wielded by 
arrogant fools and callous oppor¬ 
tunists in the UN’s glass tower, mira¬ 
cles that would make Merlin blush 
were achieved. Each and every time 
documents were signed creating a 
new African republic, a phenomenon 
never previously experienced by 
mankind occurred: Equality of func¬ 
tional capacity had arrived. 

The hardly incredible similarity 
between Haiti’s sad saga and those of 
the Sub-Sahara republics could be 
found in an August 28, 1994 New York 
Times story datelined Gambia. It 
noted that the military leader who had 
seized power there in July promised a 
“coup with a difference.” 

Times correspondent Howard W. 
French noted, “The fact that such 
repeated pledges are necessary says 
much about this region’s [post colo¬ 
nial] history. Young military officers 
have time and again overthrown larce¬ 
nous or ineffectual civilian leaders in 
the name of national redemption, only 
to cling to power through violence 
while inflicting even greater disaster 
on their countries’ economies.” 

The wretched lands of Africa will not 
find earthly salvation by way of recolo¬ 
nization, any more than Haiti will be 
lifted from its own morass by the return 
of a more enlightened French rule. If 
there is to be hope for Haiti, it must 
come from the people themselves. 

In the meantime, if we cannot expect 
political candor from our own politi¬ 
cians, we might at least demand certain 
actions in our own interests. First, expe¬ 
rience shows that U.S. intervention in 
the internal affairs of Haiti profits us 
nothing. And, of infinitely greater im¬ 
portance, we must summon the nation¬ 
al will necessary to severely restructure 
our immigration laws and to secure our 
borders and coastal areas. The people 
of Florida and other areas of the coun¬ 
try cannot bear the ever-mounting bur¬ 
den placed on their backs by federal 
cowardice and stupidity. ♦ 





Alexander Solzhenitsyn’s percep¬ 
tions of Russia have drawn estab¬ 
lishment ire. 

Russian culture and literature had 
never produced anything remotely 
associated with utopian schemes such 
as Thomas Campanella’s City in the 
Sun (the dream of an absolute com¬ 
munism) or Thomas More’s Utopia. 
The harsh geographical realities of 
Russia combined with the almost mys¬ 
tical religious-cultural bonding of 
Russians with their Mother Russia 
made all such utopianism totally alien. 

The obsession with materialism 
found with utopianism is also alien 
to the Russian people, who are basi¬ 
cally non-materialistic and have dia¬ 
metrically opposed interests and pur¬ 
suits. The concept of the Russian 
soul, so often derided and misunder¬ 
stood by the Western media, is in fact 
very real and a great uniting bond 
among all Russian people. 

Socialism was imported from the 
West and imposed by force and vio¬ 
lence at the cost of millions of lives, as 
it was so alien and incomprehensible 
to the Russian people. 

French author Augustin Cochin 
called these occult and subversive 
groups the “mean petty people” for 
their relentless lust to destroy, pervert 
and subvert the fruit built by centuries 
of civilization. It was perhaps a 
euphemism when one considers the 
ravages brought about by successive 
generations of these fanatics. In fact it 


Russophobia 

By Professor Igor Shafarevich 


A distinguished Russian his¬ 
torian and mathematician, ex¬ 
pelled from the American Aca¬ 
demy of Science for his “objec¬ 
tionable, ” anti-Establishment 
views regarding his mother 
country, sets forth his view of 
the Russian character and the 
distortions of Russian history 
promulgated by Establishment 
historians. 

Over the centuries misconception of 
Russia has been fueled by certain spe¬ 
cial interests who hate Russia, its civi¬ 
lization, its culture, and its spiritual life. 

Russia, according to these interests, is 
a land of slaves who admire cruelty and 
raw power, who hate culture and for¬ 
eigners. The very character of Russians 
makes Russia an eternal hotbed of 
despotism and totalitarianism. 

This phobia of all things Russian 
can be traced to members of so-called 
“illuminated” philosophical societies; 
secret Masonic lodges and financiers 
who undermined France and brought 


about the Reign of Terror in the 1790s. 
These occult groups were very orga¬ 
nized then and have since developed 
a modus operandi for the subversion 
and destruction of historical nations. 

These same people and their suc¬ 
cessors repeated what they had 
wrought in France during the 1790s in 
the Russia of 1900. The only difference 
is that in France they had managed to 
develop locally and enlist the help of 
local thugs for their planned terror; in 
Russia they had to import the whole 
terror mechanism and ideology from 
the West. Their totalitarian ideas and 
methods had no precedent in Russia 
and therefore caught the Russian peo¬ 
ple totally unprepared to cope with 
their ruthless and fanatical violence. 

The non-materialism and almost 
mystical religious-cultural wholeness 
of the Russian people is the antithesis 
of what the “petty totalitarians” stand 
for. “Russian socialism” never existed, 
it was completely imported from the 
West and was totally alien to Russia 
and Russians. 


The Czar and Czarina, Nicholas and Alexandra, with their five children. 
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is a well organized war of conquest 
waged by an alien minority against all 
historical nations. 

Russian resistance to bow to abso¬ 
lutist alien ideologies has enraged all 
the proponents of socialism and liber¬ 
al democracy. If not gratefully accept¬ 
ed by the natives, it must be imposed 
by force regardless of the cost in 
human lives and national destruction. 
Thus Prof. R. Pipes, a leading special¬ 
ist in Russian history and former 
Reagan advisor, went so far as to state 
that private property did not exist in 
Muscovite Russia and that schools 
appeared in Russia only after Peter I 
had started to westernize the country, 
where most officials were illiterate. 

Such erroneous views of a “dark 
and obscurantist Russia” held by oth¬ 
ers at the turn of the century made it 
easy to justify the imposition of “liber¬ 
ating socialism” on Russia. 

In reality, all throughout the 15th to 
the 17th centuries government officials 


were very much literate, as were 
members of the clergy. Seventy-five 
percent of the monks were literate, 50 
percent of the landholders, 20 percent 
of the urban population and 15 per¬ 
cent of the peasants. Schools existed 
throughout Russia. In the context of 
the era it was actually proportionate or 
higher than other Western countries. 

Such facts are inconvenient to the 
proponents who never stop trying to 
impose their singularly narrow values 
on Russia. The academic, mass-media 
and show-business controllers of the 
West have always been in sympathy 
with the Bolshevik and Marxist en¬ 
forcers who took over Russia. To them 
Socialism and Communism were their 
children, the brave foot soldiers who 
would advance “international liberal 
democracy.” To them in true absolutist 
fashion there is no choice or nuance. 
The people of the world have only one 
choice: to accept “modern democracy” 
as defined by the media-academic-liber¬ 


al establishment. If they choose any¬ 
thing else they are immediately demo¬ 
nized and subject to the most violent 
punishment and enforcement. 

Recalcitrance to the liberal utopian 
totalitarian tyranny can never be 
punished enough. They must forever 
be prohibited from finding their own 
way of life and development and 
retain the culture and history that 
bound them together. 

The forces that unleashed commu¬ 
nism in Russia from the West at the 
turn of the century are very much in 
power today and the efforts to subju¬ 
gate Russia have never been stronger. 

My book Russophobia deals with this 
subject. It is my humble hope that 
Western people and particularly Ameri¬ 
cans will benefit from it. Russia and the 
Russian people are a friendly universe 
which should however not be con¬ 
quered by alien systems and ideologies 
aiming to destroy its history, culture and 
very nationhood. ♦ 
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New Facts Emerging 
On JFK Assassination 

By Michael Collins Riper 


NOTE: Book 
currently out 
of stock. 


January of 1994, SPOTLIGHT 
correspondent Michael Collins 
Piper’s book, Final Judgment, 
was released and became an 
overnight “underground best¬ 
seller. ” Putting forth the contro¬ 
versial thesis that Israel’s 
Mossad collaborated alongside 
the CIA and organized crime in 
the JFK assassination, the alle¬ 
gations made in the book have 
yet to be refuted. Since his book 
was first published, Piper has 
uncovered additional facts that 
further substantiate his claims. 
In this article, written exclusive¬ 
ly for The Barnes Review, Piper 
reflects on these findings. 

The key to understanding the Israeli 
connection to the president’s assassi¬ 
nation is international trade executive, 
Clay Shaw, whom New Orleans 
District Attorney Jim Garrison prose¬ 
cuted for involvement in the assassi¬ 
nation conspiracy. (It was Garrison’s 
prosecution of Shaw that was the basis 
for Oliver Stone’s JFK, a Hollywood 
rendition of the conspiracy thesis.) 

Shaw served on the board of a 
shadowy Rome-based corporate body 
known as Permindex. The controlling 
force behind Permindex was the 
Banque De Credit International (BCI), 
a Swiss financial center set up by 
Rabbi Tibor Rosenbaum, one of the 
founders of Israel and the former 
director for finance and supply for 
Israel’s intelligence service, the 
Mossad. Rosenbaum’s bank also—and 
not incidentally—served as the chief 
European money laundering center 
for the international crime syndicate of 
Miami-based gang chief Meyer Lansky. 

While some JFK assassination 
researchers have pointed toward 
Shaw’s link to Permindex, claiming 
that it was “proof” of his connection to 
the world of intelligence, they have 
never traced the Israeli and organized 
crime connections of Permindex. 

To do so, of course, would have 
raised the question as to why Israel 
(along with JFK’s foes in the CIA and 
organized crime) would wish to see the 
American president removed from the 
White House. In fact, as documented in 
Final Judgmen t , .JFK was engaged in a 


pitched battle behind the scenes with 
Israeli Prime Minister David Ben-Gurion 
over Israel’s move toward development 
of nuclear weaponry. In April of 1963, 
Ben-Gurion resigned in disgust over 
JFK’s perceived intransigence, having 
earlier warned JFK that Israel’s very sur¬ 
vival was at stake. 

The elimination of John F. Kennedy 
on November 22, 1963 brought to the 
White House a new president who 
promptly reversed U.S. Middle East 
policy and, according to historian 
Stephen Green, for all intents and pur¬ 
poses made Israel the 51st state. 

The release of Final Judgment was 
certainly a momentous development 
in the lore of JFK assassination 
research, particularly in light of the 
new treatment of the so-called “French 
connection” to the assassination that 
other JFK researchers had document¬ 
ed, but never explored in its entirety. 

The so-called “French connection” 
is, in fact, the Israeli connection. 
According to a former French intelli¬ 
gence officer, who supplied me with 
details never before published until 
the advent of Final Judgment, it was 
Israeli Mossad assassinations chief 
Yitzhak Shamir (later Israel’s prime 
minister) who actually coordinated the 
assassination conspiracy. 

According to the French source, 
Shamir contracted out the actual assas¬ 
sins through the good offices of top- 
ranking French intelligence official 
Georges DeLunnerien. Their co-con¬ 
spirator at the CIA was the agency’s 
chief of counterintelligence—and chief 
of the CIA's Mossad desk—James J. 
Angleton. On the very day of the assas¬ 
sination Angleton and DeLunnerien 
were actually together at the CIA head¬ 
quarters in Langley, Virginia, presum¬ 
ably to coordinate damage control. 

The actual assassins were drawn from 
the ranks of organized crime elements 
and/or remnants of the French Secret 
Army Organization—the infamous 
OAS—that fought French President 
Charles DeGaulle’s decision to grant 
independence to the French colony of 
Algeria. This was a cause that JFK him¬ 
self had championed even while serv¬ 
ing as a junior member of the Senate. 

Israel, of course, opposed indepen¬ 



dence for the Arab colossus and thus 
found common cause with anti- 
DeGaulle forces in his own intelli¬ 
gence agencies who were ready and 
willing to lend their support to the JFK 
assassination conspiracy. 

It is the little-understood and often- 
ignored “French connection” that has 
surfaced over the years. It was not 
until the publication of Final Judg¬ 
ment, however, that the truth about 
this aspect of the conspiracy came full 
circle, tying in the Israeli connection to 
the affair. 

What is significant about the French 
connection is that Permindex, which 
was implicated (by the presence of Clay 
Shaw on its board) to the JFK assassi¬ 
nation, was also publicly unmasked as 
a source of funds for an OAS plot to 
assassinate Charles DeGaulle. 

This is interesting in light of the 
famous film, Day of the Jackal, based 
upon the book by Frederick Forsythe. 
This portrayed a fictional account of 
one of numerous OAS plots against 
DeGaulle. The so-called ‘Jackal” in 
the film was an unnamed internation¬ 
al assassin recruited for the crime. 
When author Forsythe selected this 
code name for his fictional assassin, 
he may, in fact, have been sending 
out a subtle signal. 

The name “Jackal,” I learned—after 
the publication of Final Judgment — 
was derived from JACL, an acronym 
for the so-called “Jewish Anti-Com¬ 
munist League,” a right-wing Mossad- 
sponsored European terrorist group 
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that sided with the OAS in the 
Algerian controversy. 

What’s more, another JFK assassina¬ 
tion researcher, Philip Ten Brink, 
advises me that his own findings sug¬ 
gest strongly that, in fact, Clay Shaw 
was the primary coordinator between 
the CIA and the Mossad and the OAS 
in the plots against DeGaulle. Shaw, in 
essence, was the “Jackal,” (although 
certainly not the actual gunman in any 
of the various attempts to kill the 
French president.) 

All of this is particularly interesting 
in light of Hollywood film-maker 
Oliver Stone’s preeminent role in pub¬ 
licizing a version of the JFK assassina¬ 
tion on the silver screen. 

Although Stone righteously called for 
“truth” and an end to secrecy in the 
ongoing cover-up of the JFK assassina¬ 
tion, Stone himself, it seems, is part of 
the secrecy and cover-up. When one of 
my associates personally sought to pre¬ 
sent Stone a copy of Final Judgment 
just shortly after the book was released, 
Stone’s face froze in dismay and he 
refused to accept it, saying, “Please mail 
it to me. People give me so much mate¬ 
rial.” Moments later, however, he 
accepted other material handed to him 
by another individual. 

There’s no question that Stone knew 
of the thesis presented in Final 
Judgment. A detailed, explanatory full- 
page advertisement for the book 
appeared in the program of the annual 
seminar of the Dallas-based JFK Assassi¬ 
nation Information Center. Although 
Stone hadn’t been in attendance at the 
seminar, he was represented by one of 
his associates. What’s more, on the 
page opposite the advertisement for 
Final Judgment appeared a full-page 
advertisement for a book with a for¬ 
ward written by Stone himself. 

Stone, the “truth seeker,” sought to 
avoid the truth when confronted with 
a thoroughly documented full-length 
book that not only vindicated Jim 
Garrison, the hero of Stone’s film, but 
explored a little-known aspect of the 
JFK assassination conspiracy—the so- 
called “French connection” that other 
researchers had failed to pursue. 

There is now evidence that Stone 
not only knew of the French connec¬ 
tion (so-called) but did indeed cover 
up the French connection when he 
made the film. 

Shortly after Final Judgment was 
released, yet another volume on the 
JFK assassination appeared. Entitled 


Flashback: The Untold Story oj Lee 
FLarvey Oswald , the book was an 
account, by Ron Lewis, of his associa¬ 
tion with the alleged assassin while 
Oswald was in New Orleans the sum¬ 
mer prior to the president’s murder. 
When Stone was filming JFK , the 
author, Lewis, served as a technical 
advisor on the film. 

In Flashback Lewis described how 
he assisted Stone in the construction 
of a set purporting to be the office of 
Guy Banister, a New Orleans-based 
CIA operative engaged in gun-running 
for the anti-Castro Cuban forces. 
(Oswald and Lewis were employed by 
Banister out of the office that Stone 
was reconstructing for the film.) As 
part of the set decor, Stone included 
crates (ostensibly containing arms 
intended for the Cuban exiles). Stone’s 
crates were stenciled in Spanish. 

Lewis objected to the Spanish, say¬ 
ing, “The writing on the boxes was in 


French,”—the arms having been 
linked to the OAS rebellion, backed 
by the Israeli-sponsored Permindex 
operation, against French President 
Charles DeGaulle. But Stone respond¬ 
ed to Lewis by saying, “Spanish serves 
the theme of the movie better.” So, as 
Lewis commented, “Spanish it was.” 

So it also was that Oliver Stone 
ignored the “French” connection—a 
connection which, in turn, brings forth 
the Israeli connection to the assassina¬ 
tion of John F. Kennedy. 

This was a wise move for a film¬ 
maker whose sponsors had intimate 
ties to the guilty parties involved in the 
crime that Stone brought to grisly life 
on film. In Final Judgment I docu¬ 
mented the wide-ranging connections 
between Warner Communications— 
the media giant that provided distribu¬ 
tion for Stone’s film—organized crime 
and the Israeli lobby. 

However, after Final Judgment was 



The same forces behind the assassination of President John F. Kennedy 
(left) also conspired to kill French President Charles DeGaulle. 
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published I learned a disturbing—and 
telling—fact: it turns out that one of 
the prime owners of stock in the 
Seven Arts Corporation (from which 
Warner Communications ultimately 
emerged) was Investors Overseas 
Service (IOS). The founder of IOS, 
who ultimately drove the firm into 
bankruptcy, was Bernard Cornfeld. 
Cornfeld was the protege and front 
man for the aforementioned Mossad 
operative Rabbi Tibor Rosenbaum, the 
driving force behind Permindex. 

Several years after the JFK assassi¬ 
nation, JFK’s top aide for Israeli affairs, 
Myer Feldman, emerged as the chief 
Washington representative for IOS. In 
this capacity Feldman interacted close¬ 
ly with another of Cornfeld’s associ¬ 
ates, Denver oilman John M. King. 

It was King who—seemingly out of 
nowhere—showed up in New Orleans 
and offered Jim Garrison a federal 
judgeship in return for the district 
attorney abandoning his inquiry into 
the JFK assassination. King’s visit, in 
fact, came even before Garrison had 
uncovered Israeli-linked Permindex 



Director Oliver Stone covered up 
“French Connection” 


board member Clay Shaw’s connec¬ 
tion to the affair. Clearly, Shaw’s Israeli 
sponsors were making a last ditch 
attempt to scuttle the investigation 
before it reached Shaw—and the 
Israeli connection. 

As it was, little—if anything—was 
publicly known about JFK’s conflict 
with Israel. As a consequence, Jim 
Garrison had no idea that he had 
indeed stumbled upon the definitive 
Israeli link to the crime. Be that as it 
may, Garrison’s case against Shaw was 
scuttled and Shaw was acquitted. Yet, 
as the facts have emerged, Garrison 
has been proven right. 

In my concluding remarks in the 
first edition of Final Judgment, I noted 
that one of the “maverick” publishing 
houses which had rejected my manu¬ 
script was Shapolsky Publishers, a 
New York-based firm that had suc¬ 
cessfully published a previous book 
on the JFK assassination. 

This book contended that a CIA 
“rogue” faction—out of the control of 
CIA headquarters at Langley—was 
behind the president’s murder. Accord¬ 
ing to the book, by a former CIA con¬ 
tract agent, Clay Shaw headed this 
rogue element. The book, as a conse¬ 
quence, cleared the CIA of institutional 
involvement in the president’s murder 
and carefully ignored both the role of 
the Mossad’s CIA ally, James J. Angle- 
ton, in the conspiracy, along with the 
Mossad ties of Shaw’s associates in the 
Permindex operation. Subtle, but higlily 
effective, black propaganda indeed. 

Not only did the publisher of this vol¬ 
ume reject the manuscript for Final 
Judgment, but it did so in a vituperative 
hand-written note from Isaac Mozeson, 
the firm’s editorial director, who includ¬ 
ed a few choice vulgarities in so 
doing—an unusual letter of rejection, 
by any standards. Following the publi¬ 
cation of Final Judgment I discovered 
that Shapolsky is, in fact, a subsidiary of 
an Israeli-based publishing company, 
thus explaining the emotionally- 
charged response of Mr. Mozeson. 

A final note: many readers of Final 
Judgment have asked if I have had 
any reaction from the Kennedy family 
or their associates since the publica¬ 
tion of the book. The answer is a 
resounding “no.” Here, I believe, is an 
explanation that will suffice: 

Don’t ever expect the Kennedy fam¬ 
ily to go public with any knowledge 
they might have of Mossad involve¬ 
ment in the JFK assassination. It will 


never happen. Too much is at stake. 

If anything, the Kennedy family has 
been firmly coopted by the Mossad 
itself. The key to understanding this is 
Jacqueline Kennedy Onassis’s ten year 
relationship—prior to her death—with 
the enigmatic Belgian-born Jewish dia¬ 
mond merchant Maurice Tempelsman. 

After positioning himself as a perma¬ 
nent fixture in the center of 
Jacqueline’s life—and then ensconcing 
himself as her live-in companion in the 
Kennedy widow’s elegant Manhattan 
penthouse—Tempelsman reportedly 
doubled (perhaps even tripled, by 
some accounts) Jacqueline’s already 
substantial fortune. 

Although, upon her death, the 
major media dramatized the romance 
of Jacqueline and her companion, the 
media never once reported Tempels- 
man’s long-time role as an internation¬ 
al agent-in-place, operating in and out 
of Africa, the Far East and Central 
America for the Israeli Mossad and its 
allies in the CIA. So it was that during 
Jacqueline’s final days, Israel’s Mossad 
was represented in the most intimate 
circles of the Kennedy family. 

Ironically, perhaps, it doesn’t really 
matter to the Kennedy family who was 
behind the assassination of the presi¬ 
dent and his brother. Two family 
members died violently and tragically, 
whoever was responsible. The family’s 
loss was all too personal, far beyond 
any other international geopolitical 
ramifications that were very much of 
interest to the conspirators responsible 
for the two assassinations. Pursuing 
the truth about what really happened 
was never an option. 

Sen. Edward M. Kennedy himself is 
probably lucky to be alive, but he 
never achieved his dream of reclaiming 
the White House for the Kennedy 
dynasty. The likelihood that any other 
future family member will once again 
occupy the Oval Office is scant, at best. 

If truth be told, the Kennedy family 
has, in its own fashion, benefited 
immensely from the double tragedy, 
securing a place in history and legend 
that might otherwise have been lost 
had JFK lived out his term. 

There is indeed much more to be 
learned about the assassination of John 
F. Kennedy and, on a personal note, I 
hope that Final Judgment points the 
direction for those who wish to pursue 
the matter further. Final Judgment , in 
my estimation, is (at least for the time 
being) precisely what its title suggests.4- 
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COVERUP: THE ATTACK ON THE U.S.S. LIBERTY 



USS Liberty with its unique configuration, before the attack. 


The Israel Defense Force attack on 
the U.S. intelligence ship Liberty on 
June 8, 1967 is one of the most shame¬ 
ful chapters in the history of the 
United States. Thirty four American 
sailors were killed—murdered—and 
171 were wounded. With additional 
information heretofore unpublished, 
this is the story of that attack. 

The U.S.S. Liberty was an electronic 
intelligence, or “ELINT,” ship, designed 
to intercept, record, and relay to 
National Security Agency headquarters 
at Fort Meade, Maryland, any and every 
radio signal, UHF or VHF, encrypted or 
in the clear, that was within the reach 
(i.e. line of sight) of its electronic listen¬ 
ing gear. She looked like no other ship 
in the world, studded with numerous 
antennae. On her stern, she had a 
uniquely distinctive 18 ft.-wide micro- 
wave-dish antenna. Liberty had a com¬ 
partment full of sophisticated equip¬ 
ment such as tape recorders, encryption 
machines, direction finders and the like, 
manned by several dozen men. A con¬ 
verted Victory-class Liberty ship, the 
Liberty weighed 10,400 tons, could 
make 18 knots, had a crew of 305 offi¬ 
cers and men, but was armed with only 
four .50 caliber machine guns. 

With the 1967 Mideast war brewing, 
Washington decided to dispatch 
Liberty to the area off the combatants’ 
coast so that the U.S. would know 
what was happening. Liberty’s mis¬ 
sion was sensitive enough for the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff to place the ship under 
their control, and not under that of the 
U.S. Navy. The war erupted on June 5, 
before the Liberty arrived in the area. 

Liberty’s skipper, Captain William L. 
McGonagle, was uncomfortable with 
being ordered so close to the war zone, 
but before exercising his prerogative to 
move his ship further from danger, he 
asked the operations officer if it would 
be possible to station the ship 50 miles 
offshore and still accomplish effective 
signals interception. Upon being told 
this was not possible because line-of- 
sight interception was required, he 
decided to take the risk and stick to his 
orders. On June 5, Liberty sent a 
request to Sixth Fleet Headquarters for 
an escort warship. Unlike subsequent 
messages, they promptly received high¬ 
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er command’s reply, a negative, along 
with an assurance that if attacked, U.S. 
carrier jets would be at the scene with¬ 
in ten minutes. 

Unknown to Liberty’s crew, on June 
7 the Joint Chiefs of Staff decided that 
putting Liberty so close to the war 
zone would be too dangerous. At least 
three high priority messages had been 
sent by the JCS and COMSIXTHFLT to 
Liberty ordering that ship to pull 100 
miles back from the combatants’ 
coasts. The times were 11:30 p.m, 
June 7; 1:10 a.m., June 8, and at 9:17 
am, June 8, respectively. 

Unfortunately, all three of these mes¬ 
sages were misdirected and did not 
reach Liberty. The importance attached 
to these messages by the JCS has led 
many to speculate that perhaps they 
were sent as a result of a warning or 
threat from the Israelis to the U.S. stat¬ 
ing that they would attack any U.S. ship 
or plane that was monitoring them. At 
least one such threat is known to have 
been made several months before the 
attack, and it is widely assumed that 
Israel had previously warned the U.S. to 
keep its ELINT ships away from its 
coast. But no warning is known to have 
been made in this instance. 


As Liberty approached the Israeli- 
Egyptian coast on the night of June 7, 
1967, her radar picked up a jet which 
could not be seen in the dark. It was 
a night-reconnaissance jet, outfitted 
with radar and probably infrared visu¬ 
al capability. It circled the ship repeat¬ 
edly, and Liberty’s electronics opera¬ 
tors playfully pulled tricks that would 
make the ship’s radar image appear 
quite huge to the jet’s radar. This is 
mentioned to document the fact that 
the ship was discovered and observed 
long before dawn. 

Unknown to the crew of Liberty and 
the U.S. government, Israel was plan¬ 
ning to invade Syria and capture the 
Golan Heights on the following day, at 
11:30 a.m. Ground forces of the Israel 
Defense Force, which had already cap¬ 
tured the Sinai Peninsula and had just 
completed overrunning the West Bank 
and East Jerusalem, were being with¬ 
drawn from that central part of the con¬ 
flict. They had been ordered north, to 
join other forces in the upper Galilee, 
which were massing for the attack. 

It was just this sort of military move¬ 
ment, which necessitated the use of 
communication by radio, which Liberty 
had been sent to the area to detect. The 
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Israelis greatly coveted the Golan 
Heights; not only for security reasons, 
but also because possession of the 
Golan would ensure an increased water 
supply to that arid land. Syria had 
recently begun a water diversion pro¬ 
ject in the Golan which would have 
diminished the water flowing into 
Israel. But Israel put an end to the pro¬ 
ject by bombing it. By June 7, there was 
an intense effort in the United Nations 
to halt the fighting, with the United 
States and the Soviet Union cooperating 
in that regard. A cease-fire had been 
scheduled for June 9, and the IDF lead¬ 
ers were under pressure to grab the 
Golan before the cease-fire was 
imposed, preferably without being 
labeled the aggressor, as in 1956 when 
Israel had colluded with Britain and 
France to blatantly attack Egypt. 

But with all the pressure to attack 
Syria and after all the hurried prepara¬ 
tions to do so, the attack was suddenly 
called off sometime on the morning of 
June 8, within hours of its scheduled 
commencement. Why? The conse¬ 
quences of the 1956 war were fresh in 
the Israeli leadership’s minds; no one 
wanted “to lose at the peace table what 
had been gained on the battlefield.” 
Liberty was threatening execution of 
the attack and would have to be 
silenced. 

On June 8, 1967, dawn broke off the 
Mediterranean coast with a cloudless 
sky and a steady 8-knot wind. At 6 a.m., 
while steaming southeast and approxi¬ 
mately 30 miles from the coast of Gaza, 
Liberty was circled by a French-built 
“Noratlas” propeller-driven aircraft, 
nicknamed a “flying boxcar.” Liberty 
continued on and at 9 a.m. turned to 
parallel the coast at a distance of 12.5 
miles. Israel claimed only a six mile off¬ 
shore limit, but the United States self- 
imposed a limit of 12 miles. 

Liberty was in a position to eaves¬ 
drop on the forces preparing to attack 
Syria, and a turn to the north would put 
her in an even more advantageous 
position. Just after her 9 a.m. turn 
southward, she was reconnoitered by a 
fighter jet which flew in a semicircle 
around the ship and then toward Gaza. 
Earlier that morning, the third officer 
had ordered the ship’s last remaining 
new flag (5 ft. by 8 ft.) hoisted so that 
the ship’s identity would be apparent. 
As the jet passed, he checked the flag 
and confirmed that it was flying clear. 

Just before 10 a.m., two delta-winged 
Mirage fighters circled the ship. They 


were close enough for the rockets 
under their wings to be counted, and 
their pilots could be clearly seen in 
their cockpits. They were heard to 
report to their headquarters that the 
ship was flying the U.S. flag. At 10:30, 
the flying boxcar again circled the ship 
and suddenly made a low-level pass at 
masthead height, directly over the ship. 
The plane was so low that camera 
ports were noted on the plane’s under¬ 
side. After obviously being pho¬ 
tographed, and probably not for the 
first time that morning, the captain 
remarked, “It’s good that they’re check¬ 
ing us out this carefully. This way there 


won’t be any mistakes.” 

By this time, numerous off-duty 
sailors were on deck with towels and 
deck chairs sunbathing. The captain 
commented that this was beneficial in 
that it would indicate the ship’s peace¬ 
ful intentions. Again the ship’s flag 
had been checked and found to be 
clearly visible. During the six hours 
that the ship was being observed, the 
wind averaged over five knots, quite 
adequate to keep the flag taut. In what 
now seemed like a routine, the flying 
boxcar reconnoitered the ship again at 
11:00, 11:30, 12:15, and 12:45. The 
ship’s third officer checked the flag 



USS Liberty at berth following the attack. The portions of its hull and 
superstructure indicate the intensity of the assault. 
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every time the ship was reconnoitered 
and confirmed that it was flying free 
and clear and was plainly visible. 

A routine drill commenced at 1:10 
and was soon over, the sunbathers 
returning to the ship’s decks. Not long 
afterward, radar spotted aircraft heading 
toward the ship from the general direc¬ 
tion of Tel Aviv, plus three high-speed 
surface contacts on the same bearing at 
a distance of sixteen miles and closing 
at 35 knots. A crewman cried: “Captain, 
you gotta look at this! I’ve never seen 
anything move so fast!” 

At 1:58 p.m., three IDF Mirage jets, 
possibly including some of the planes 
that had reconnoitered the ship earli¬ 
er, unexpectedly and without warning 
attacked the Liberty. The first jet, fir¬ 
ing missiles and 30 mm cannon, killed 
or wounded all the gunners—and 
some of the sun-bathers. Seeing a gun¬ 
ner lying wounded and his gun mount 
unattended, young David Skolak took 
the wounded man’s place, to be 
promptly dismembered by a rocket. 

This first flight of three Mirage jets 
was followed by a flight of three slow¬ 
er Mystere jets, which launched rockets 
at the bridge and the few remaining 
topside targets, and then dropped can¬ 
isters of fiery napalm. It was a very 
effective technique: the napalm 
dropped through the rocket and can¬ 
non holes burned fiercely among the 
men and compartments inside the ship. 
Soon the bridge was a mass of flame 
and blood, dead, and wounded men. 

After the second jet’s firing pass, 
every transmitting antenna on the ship 
had been hit and knocked out, pre¬ 
venting a call for help. But by 2:09 
p.m. a crewman had managed to 
patch an antenna together and con¬ 
nected the one operable transmitter to 
it. As radiomen tried to establish voice 
contact with the Sixth Fleet, they 
found that their frequencies were 
jammed by a buzzing sound that 
stopped only for the few seconds 
when the jets were launching their 
rockets. Apparently the jets could not 
jam the ship’s frequencies while the 
rockets were airborne, and this brief 
period was the only time in which a 
call for help could be made. 

Using Liberty’s call sign, a radioman 
cried, “Any station, this is Rockstar. We 
are under attack by unidentified jet air¬ 
craft and require immediate assistance!” 
Operators on the aircraft carrier U.S.S. 
Saratoga, four-hundred miles away 
near Crete, heard Liberty’s call and 


responded, but could not understand 
the message because of the jamming. 
After several tries, Saratoga acknowl¬ 
edged receipt. The U.S. Navy uses a 
system of authentication codes in order 
to protect against phony messages, and 
Saratoga demanded “authenticate 
Whiskey Sierra.” “Authentication is 
Oscar Quebec,” Liberty’s radioman 
responded. Saratoga relayed Liberty’s 
call to CINCUSNAVEUR (Commander 
in Chief, U.S. Naval Forces Europe) and 
to COMSEXTHFLT. 

Several minutes later, having heard 
nothing from COMSIXTHFLT, the 
operator repeated his distress signal: 
“Schematic, ( Saratoga’s callsign) this is 
Rockstar. We are still under attack by 
unidentified jet aircraft and require 
immediate assistance.” Saratoga 
acknowledged, and then unnecessari¬ 
ly added, “Authenticate Oscar Delta.” 
Frustrated and angry, the authentica¬ 
tion list now lying in ashes, the Liberty 
operator held his microphone key 
open as he begged: “Listen to the god¬ 
damned rockets you son-of-a-bitch!” 
“Roger, Rockstar, we’ll accept that,” 
Saratoga replied. 

“Help is on the way!” was soon 
received by Liberty, and this news 
soon passed throughout the ship. But 
the help that had been promised was 
not to arrive, and the carnage contin¬ 
ued. The jets continued to strafe the 
defenseless ship until approximately 
2:25 p.m. One crewman rushed to 
close a porthole, but a rocket exploded 
just before he did so, riddling his face 
and torso with shrapnel. So much 
blood was on the pilothouse deck that 
men slipped in it. Wounded men were 
so numerous that others could not 
avoid stepping on them. The helms¬ 
man fell wounded, and another crew¬ 
man rushed to take his place, with 
napalm burning at his feet. Crewmen 
struggled to fight the fires and treat 
wounds of every type: cranial wounds, 
thoracic wounds, broken and severed 
limbs, and numerous napalm burns. 

Two 55-gallon drums of gasoline 
located portside had been ignited and 
in turn touched off the ship’s whale¬ 
boat, creating an inferno. Lt. Com¬ 
mander Philip Armstrong rushed to 
fight this fire and was grievously 
wounded by exploding rockets. 

After approximately 20 minutes of 
this one-sided slaughter, their ammuni¬ 
tion expended, the jets flew off, giving 
the ship a short respite. Seeing that the 
ship’s flag had been shot down, the 


“Holiday Colors”—an 8 ft. by 13 ft. U.S. 
flag—was hoisted. Soon the order 
“Stand by for torpedo attack” was 
sounded. One machinegun, unmanned, 
its ammunition “cooking off,” fired 
automatically and aimlessly. 

As soon as they were within range, 
the Israeli boats launched five torpe¬ 
does, four of which missed. But at 2:35 
p.m. a 1,000-pound warhead detonated 
directly adjacent to the signals inter¬ 
ception compartment, killing twenty- 
five men. As can be imagined, the 
force of this explosion also created 
numerous injuries such as broken 
limbs, and immediately threatened to 
sink the American ship. The force of 
the explosion was such that a type¬ 
writer was propelled through the ship’s 
side. Their torpedoes expended, the 
torpedo boats began slowly circling the 
crippled ship and mercilessly riddling it 
with 40mm, 20mm, and 50 cal. guns. 
One shell pierced the bulkhead of the 
pilothouse and buried itself in the back 
19-year-old Francis Brown’s neck, 
instantly killing this sailor who had 
bravely manned the helm. 

The Israelis uninhibitedly and at 
their leisure continued to fire at the 
non-threatening and defenseless crew¬ 
men. These included men fighting 
fires, stretcher bearers, and wounded 
on deck. Fire hoses were repeatedly 
punctured and went limp, and the 
fires again began to increase. Liberty 
survivor Joe Golden was awed by 
armor-piercing rounds easily penetrat¬ 
ing the ship’s side and ricocheting 
around the engine room. 

It is inconceivable, even with all the 
smoke around the bridge, that for forty 
minutes, dozens of Israelis could fail to 
see one of the largest versions of the 
Stars and Stripes ever flown at sea. At 
3:15 p.m., with the order “Prepare to 
abandon ship” having been given, a 
crewman discovered that most of the 
rubber life rafts had been punctured by 
shrapnel or bullets. Finding only three 
inflatable rafts, he secured them to a 
line and threw them over the side. One 
of the torpedo boats moved to within 
easy range and machine gunned them. 
Apparently without any intention of res¬ 
cuing survivors, the boats sped away. 
Had the ship sunk, there would have 
been no means for survivors to remain 
afloat, save for their life jackets. And in 
that case they surely would have been 
butchered in the water. With no wit¬ 
nesses, the Israelis could have then 
blamed the Egyptians. 
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Soon afterward, two French-built 
Israeli “Hornet” helicopters, loaded 
with heavily armed troops, approached 
the ship and circled from a comfortable 
distance, came in for a closer look, and 
then departed. 

By this time, the Sixth Fleet and its 
carriers had long since received 
Liberty’s call for help. “Ready aircraft” 
are constantly kept on the decks of 
carriers, near the catapults, fueled and 
ready for immediate take-off. The 
pilots were ordered to protect the ship 
but under no circumstances were they 
to go near land. Within 15 minutes of 
the receipt of Liberty’s 2:09 p.m. dis¬ 
tress signal, four F-4 Phantom jets 
from the U.S.S. Saratoga were streak¬ 
ing toward the stricken ship. 

Meanwhile, a naval communication 
station in Morocco worked to establish 
communications relative to the emer¬ 
gency. High-level command circuits 
were set up with the carriers, COMSLX- 
THFLT, CINCUSNAVEUR, and Washing¬ 
ton. The Liberty operators could be 
heard pleading for help, and in the 
background, exploding rockets. The 
America sent a “flash” precedence mes¬ 
sage quickly through the Morocco relay 
station destined for the Pentagon, State 
Department, and the White House: 
“USS LIBERTY REPORTS UNDER 
ATTACK BY UNIDENTIFIED JET AIR¬ 
CRAFT. HAVE LAUNCHED STRIKE AIR¬ 
CRAFT TO DEFEND SHIP.” 

It seemed only seconds later that a 
new voice was heard on the radio cir¬ 
cuit and patched into the communica¬ 
tions center, and every man within 
earshot recognized the voice of 
Defense Secretary Robert S. McNamara: 
“Tell Sixth Fleet to get those aircraft 
back immediately. And give me a status 
report.” A few minutes later, the voice 
of the Chief of Naval Operations, 
Admiral David L. McDonald, bellowed, 

“You get those f_ing airplanes back 

on deck, and you get them back now\ 

From Washington’s perspective, it 
considered the fact that the attackers’ 
nationality was not absolutely certain. 
It was feared that if Russian forces 
were, or could become, involved, a 
nuclear war might be triggered. But 
one cannot help noting the contrast 
between the lack of efficiency and the 
failure of keeping Liberty out of 
harm’s way versus the immediate and 
efficient denial of protection. 

For many years, it was widely 
assumed that there were no “ready” air¬ 
craft armed and available to come to 


the intelligence ship’s aid. The implica¬ 
tion was that the only planes available 
were nuclear-armed. Although the car¬ 
riers America and Saratoga had over 
150 planes between them, the popular 
assumption was that virtually all planes 
were nuclear-armed, reserved for 
another mission, or otherwise ground¬ 
ed, and that not one plane was imme¬ 
diately ready. Supposedly, before any 
conventionally-armed planes could be 
launched, it was necessary to replace 
nuclear bomb racks with conventional 
ones and to bring up ammunition from 
magazines far below decks. All this was 
supposed to have taken so much time 
that the second rescue flight was not 
launched until nearly 4 p.m.—one and 
a half hours after the attack started. But 
some Liberty survivors have long main¬ 
tained that the jets that were first 
launched were conventionally armed, 
and that others were also immediately 
available for a second flight. 

Captain Joseph M. Tully, skipper of 
the Saratoga, recently provided evi¬ 
dence which settles the question 
regarding the availability of convention¬ 
ally armed planes, and it is published 
here for the first time. Captain Tully was 
not interviewed on network television 
or by one of the major print publica¬ 
tions, but by radio station WOJB in 
Minnesota. Captain Tully stated: “We 
picked up a plain language message 
which my communications officer, Lt. 
Commander Lowell, rushed to the 
bridge with and presented to me. 

"I then picked up my voice radio, the 
same one Vice Admiral Martin was 
using to conduct various formation 
changes. I reported the text of the [dis¬ 
tress] message verbatim. I used Admiral 
Martin’s call sign. There’s no doubt in 
my mind that he got the message. And 
I added that, unless otherwise directed, 
I planned to launch my ready strike 
group ... in support of Liberty, which 
I estimated to be no more than 15 to 25 
minutes away. He [Admiral Martin] gave 
me an O.K. to launch. So I wasn’t act¬ 
ing on my own, I had permission to do 
it.” Capt. Tully stated that his planes 
took off in 15 minutes. 

Captain Tully had not been aware 
of the four America planes that had 
been launched toward Liberty. He 
added that “About the time I launched, 
I noted that America was not launch¬ 
ing. I queried America by flashing 
‘Why are you not launching?’ They 
repeated back each word sent, but did 
not otherwise answer.” And Captain 


Tully noted that Saratoga’s planes 
were recalled while they were still in 
sight of his carrier. 

Thus, it is now obvious that 
Liberty’s survivors’ suspicions concern¬ 
ing the conventionally armed aircraft 
were right all along. With the both 
Saratoga and America flights having 
been recalled, and with a U.S. ship 
under attack and pleading for help, the 
ordering of such a procedure was out¬ 
rageously negligent. The fact that con¬ 
ventional aircraft were available would 
also mean that Washington’s concern 
about triggering a nuclear war would 
have been somewhat less justified. 

In any event, not one plane was 
permitted to approach the ship to ver¬ 
ify its condition, and more important¬ 
ly, the condition of its crew. In their 
hour of greatest peril and need, these 
brave men were totally abandoned by 
their government. 

News of the attack reached Presi¬ 
dent Lyndon Johnson about two hours 
after the attack began—after 9 a.m. 
Washington time. An urgent meeting 
was held in the White House situation 
room. By this time, COMSIXTHFLT 
would have informed all those con¬ 
cerned that he was dispatching a flight 
of conventionally armed planes to 
Liberty’s aid. Also at about this time, 
the Israeli government had hastily 
summoned the U.S. naval attache in 
Tel Aviv to report that an unidentified 
“maybe Navy” ship had been erro¬ 
neously attacked. At 4:14 p.m .Liberty 
time, a Flash precedence message 
from the U.S. Embassy reported the 
Israeli apology to everyone con¬ 
cerned, including Vice Admiral 
William I. Martin, COMSIXTHFLT. 
Admiral Martin received the message 
only moments after the second rescue 
flight had disappeared over the hori¬ 
zon, and he immediately recalled it. 

At 4:32, the Israeli torpedo boats 
returned and signalled “Do you need 
any help?” Captain McGonagle 
ordered a short and profane reply to 
the Israelis. They soon departed. 

Two hundred and five men—two 
thirds of the ship’s crew—were either 
dead, dying, or wounded. The unin¬ 
jured and slightly wounded men had 
their hands full. In addition to caring for 
the dying and wounded, the ship was 
in danger of sinking from torpedo dam¬ 
age. A bulkhead next to the torpedoed 
compartment was near the point of col¬ 
lapse, which would easily sink the ship. 
Apart from the bulkhead, the ship had 
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a precarious nine degree list. Men 
began buttressing these bulkheads, 
plugging holes in the hull, and per¬ 
forming numerous repairs. 

Just after the attack, the skipper was 
almost alone on the bridge, the per¬ 
sonnel around him casualties almost to 
a man. His navigator was dead, his 
executive officer was dying, and two 
of three other senior officers were 
badly wounded. His quartermaster was 
dead, and signalmen, lookouts, and 
messengers—those necessary to man a 
ship—were all casualties. McGonagle 
had selflessly exposed himself to 
enemy rocket and cannon fire and had 
fearlessly stood surrounded by flame, 
suffering numerous shrapnel wounds 
in his right leg. 

The ship was ordered to rendezvous 
with two U.S. destroyers the following 
morning, and she limped northward. 
Due to the scarcity of personnel, 
McGonagle had to navigate the ship 
himself later that night. Because he was 
weak from loss of blood, he was forced 
to lie on his back, under the stars. 

The above mentioned circum¬ 
stances suggest that Israel’s attack was 
deliberate; the lengthy and careful sur¬ 
veillance, the radio jamming, etc. 
Numerous other details have emerged 
which are quite damning to Israel’s 
professed innocence. 

• The Israelis claimed that they had 
“mistaken” the Liberty for the Egyptian 
ship El Qusier. The El Qusier was only 
40 percent the size of Liberty (4000 tons 
vs. 10,400 tons). The El Qusier was an 
old, rusted-out horse transport that bore 
about as much resemblance to Liberty’ 
as a battered VW does to a new 
Cadillac. Liberty was arrayed with a 
vast number of specialized radio anten¬ 
nas, and (for 1967) an ultra-modern 9- 
ft.-wide microwave dish, a device pos¬ 
sessed by no other ship in the world 
save for her sister ship the Belmont. 

• The Israelis falsely claimed that 
the ship’s U.S. flag hung limp because 
there was no wind. 

• The Israelis jammed five of six dif¬ 
ferent radio frequencies that Liberty 
had been operating on, and only 
those frequencies. And when a dis¬ 
tress signal was finally sent, they 
“went searching” for the sole remain¬ 
ing frequency in use in order to jam it 
as well. Such jamming requires inti¬ 
mate advance knowledge of the party 
being jammed—i.e., extended moni¬ 
toring of Liberty’s signals. Afterward, 
Israel claimed to have learned the 


ship’s true identity when they heard its 
distress signals. But the attack contin¬ 
ued for an hour and six minutes after 
the first distress signal was sent, and 
which the Israelis had jammed. 

It is quite possible that the increased 
radio traffic of the Sixth Fleet—with 
many of the messages being addressed 
as “urgent” or above—induced the 
Israelis to confess. A quick admission of 
“error” was the best way to escape 
potential political consequences. But 
many Liberty survivors wonder just 
how the Israelis knew so quickly that 
their attack had been in “error.” 

• Later, when confronted with the 
fact that the U.S. flag had been perfect¬ 
ly visible, the Israelis claimed that they 
thought the ship was an enemy vessel 
flying false colors. But the extended 
radio monitoring refutes this claim. 

• The Israelis falsely claimed that the 
torpedo boats had first sighted the ship 
and had called in the planes to attack 
after the ship refused to identify itself. 
This is an obvious lie, because the 
attack was obviously a planned and 
coordinated one-two punch which 
employed the different branches of the 
IDF. The jets were already intent on 
attacking the ship before Liberty came 
into the torpedo boats’ radar range. 
Directly contradicting themselves, the 
Israelis later claimed that their aircraft 
had called in the torpedo boats. 

• The Israelis eventually admitted 
that, before the attack, their comman¬ 
ders had compared reconnaissance 
photos of Liberty with Jane’s Fighting 
Ships. So they knew precisely the iden¬ 
tity of the ship. The Israelis claimed that 
before the attack they made two tele¬ 
phone calls to the U.S. naval attache in 
Tel Aviv inquiring whether Liberty was 
a U.S. ship, and that they were told that 
there were no U.S. Navy ships in the 
area. Having received a negative reply, 
they claimed that they decided that the 
ship had to be the El Quseir. But the 
U.S. Embassy in Tel Aviv, and later the 
naval attache, flatly denied receiving 
any such inquiries. This leaves the 
Israelis holding the bag, with an admis¬ 
sion that they had actually referenced 
the ship in Jane’s prior to the attack. 

• Immediately preceding the attack, 
one of the Israeli pilots recognized 
Liberty as being a U.S. ship, and 
informed IDF headquarters of this by 
radio. He was instructed to attack any¬ 
way. Subsequently this pilot did not 
attack the ship, and when he returned 
to base, he was summarily court-mar¬ 


tialed. This dialogue was picked up by 
a communications intercept station at 
the U.S. Embassy in Beirut, but was 
withheld from public knowledge for 
years. This largely unknown evidence 
surfaced only as recently as 1991, as a 
result of the former U.S. Ambassador 
to Lebanon, Dwight Porter, revealing 
the existence of this intercept. In addi¬ 
tion, Liberty survivors know the iden¬ 
tity of this pilot. 

• Finally, there is the simple circum¬ 
stantial evidence concerning Israel’s 
postponement of its scheduled attack in 
the Golan: The attack was scheduled 
for 11:30 a.m. June 8; Liberty was spot¬ 
ted by at least 6 a.m.; the attack is called 
off; Liberty and its sending capacities 
are totally demolished; and the attack 
occurs shortly thereafter. 

The Liberty survivors were either 
reassigned in a manner that would 
seperate them from each other, or 
retired. And in the White House and 
on Capitol Hill it was business as usual 
with “our closest ally, the one democ¬ 
racy in the Middle East.” 

In the November issue of THE 
BARNES REVIEW—the official cover- 
up of the attack on the Liberty. ♦ 


Special Investigative Report 
from American Free Press 
newspaper In Washington 

Israeli Spies In America —supplement. Exposes 
the massive network of Israeli spies operating in the 
United States before, during and after the Sept. 11 
attacks. Why were dozens of Israeli spies arrested 
after 9-11 and then sent back to Israel? Why have 
Israeli spies been spotted around U.S. nuclear power 
plants? Why did the DEA so an entire official report 
on Israeli spies trying to infiltrate U.S. government 
facilities? Find out. Full color. 12 pages. One copy is 
$4; 6 copies are $11; 40 or more are 600 each. 

JFK’s Secret War With Israel : How and why 
John F. Kennedy was adamant about denying Israel 
nuclear weapons—and how this stance may have led 
to his murder. 4 pages. One copy is $2; six copies are 
$4; 40 or more copies are just 400 each. 

Remember The USS Liberty: Full color, 12 
pages. Inside information from survivors and eye¬ 
witnesses to the cover up. 1-5 copies are $4 each; 
6-39 copies are $1.85 each; 40-499 copies are 
600 each; 500 + are 550 each. 

Add 10% of order total for S&H inside the 
U.S. Add 30% of order total for S&H outside the 
U.S. Send request with payment to AFP, 645 
Pennsylvania Avenue SE, #100, Washington, 
D.C. 20003. Call toll free 1-888-699-6397 to 
charge to a major credit card. See more from 
AFP at www.americanfreepress.net. 
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•^OCTOBER PICTORIAL HISTORY^ 


LADY IN RED Fall fashions for some London 
women in October, 1941 included the Hammer and 
Sickle scarf In embracing Stalin following Germany’s 
assault into Russia in June of that year Churchill 
declared that he’d go to bed with the devil (not a 
unique nocturnal practice for Sir Winston) in order 
to defeat Hitler. By the time this lady had donned her 
“fashion statement” the full force of British propa¬ 
ganda was urging Britons to get behind (thee Satan?) 
their newly noble allies. 


THE CRAZED CRUSAD¬ 
ER John Brown led an 
attack on the Federal 
arsenal at Harper’s 
Ferry (then Virginia) 
on October 16, 1859- He 
had hoped to secure 
weapons for an insur¬ 
rection, although there 
was virtually no enthu¬ 
siasm for such an 
undertaking among 
area black folk. Brown 
had met in Boston with 
Eastern Elite liberals 
who were using the 
highly disturbed zealot 
as a war prod. Brown 
was being captured by 
U.S. Army troops - who 
were under the com¬ 
mand of Captain 
Robert E. Lee. 


DESPERATE “DIVINE WIND” Japanese maintain that the 13th 
century typhoon that saved Japan from a Mongol invasion was a 
divine wind — Kamikaze. On Oct. 19, 1944 Vice Admiral Takijiro 
Onishi, Commander of Japati’s First Air Fleet, announced a des¬ 
perate device to sink U.S. ships, most specifically carriers. The 
Philippines-based Suicide planes carried 550 pound bombs and 
extra gas tanks. They sank 16 U.S. ships of Halsey’s 3rd fleet and 
damaged 80 others. Here two pilots view the flag one of them 
would carry on his fatal flight. 




THE OLDEST CHAMP Fortner 
World Heavyweight Champion Jack 
Sharkey died in mid-August and 
would have been 92 this October 6. 

He was born Joseph Paul Zukauskus 
of Lithuanian parents in Binghamton, 

New York. On June 12, 1930 Sharkey 
fought Max Schmeling for the title 
vacated by Gene Tunney’s retirement 
but lost on a fourth round foul After 
defeating Mickey Walker (fighting 
heavyweights toward the end of his 
career) and Primo Camera in 1931, 
he beat Schmeling for the title June 
21, 1932. Sharkey lost the crown to 
Primo Camera June 29, 1933■ In a 55- 
fight career he fought such ring 
immortals as Jim Maloney, Mike 
McTigue, Jack Dempsey, Tommy 
Loughran, King Levinsky and Young Stribling. At the end of the road 
Sharkey lost by KO to the upcoming Joe Louis in Louis’first fightfol¬ 
lowing his devestating defeat by another “over the hill” champ, 
Schmeling. Jack retired to become one of the country’s premium 
fresh water anglers; a relaxation he pursued well into his 80’s. 
































Hitler , Chiang & Japan 

By Frederick Blahut 


In the 1930’s, Hitler was perfect¬ 
ly positioned to form a major 
Asian alliance with Chiang Kai- 
shek’s Nationalist forces in their 
struggles against fapan and Mao’s 
Communists. Given the great (if 
dimly focused) sympathy China 
enjoyed in the West and particu¬ 
larly America, would a wedding of 
German and Chinese nationalist 
regimes have played to Hitler’s 
considerable benefit? And most 
importantly, woidd a Germany- 
backed Nationalist China have so 
preoccupied Japan that a 
Japanese-American war would 
have been avoided? 

History is replete with instances in 
which decisions by political and military 
leaders seem significant only at a local 
level and at the time they were made. 

The decision by Gaius Julius Caesar 
in 49 BC to cross the Rubicon from 
Gaul into Italy with his legions, in con¬ 
travention of Roman law, is a case in 
point. Likewise, Robert E. Lee’s deci¬ 
sion at Gettysburg ordering General 
George Edward Pickett to attack 
Union lines across an open field. 

While many 1930s decisions were to 
affect the world unease that culminated 
in World War II, few had more impact 
than one made by Adolf Hitler in 1938. 
Interestingly, it has received little if any 



Germany’s Gen. von Falkenhausen, 
shown at the time of his 1938 
recall by Hitler. 


mention in modern history texts. Yet 
some contend that it did as much to 
influence the course of world events as 
subsequent agreements arrived at by 
Roosevelt, Churchill and Stalin at Yalta. 

If Hitler had followed his original 
plan relative to Asia, formulated when 
he first came to power in 1933, 
Nationalist China rather than Japan 
might have been allied with Germany. 
This raises the question in the minds 
of some serious students as to whether 
a Sino-German alliance would have so 
occupied the Japanese that the attack 
on Pearl Harbor, the event that 
allowed FDR to take America into war, 
would have occurred. 

An alliance of Germany and the 
Nationalists almost came about, for 
there is reason to believe that Chaing- 
Kai-shek would have welcomed such 
a union in his mortal struggles against 
Imperial Japan and the Chinese 
Communists. Proponents of the China- 
card scenario maintain that Hitler’s 
Japan-rather-than-China decision led 
to events which, in turn, led to World 
War II as we know it. They center their 
case on Hitler’s incorrect assumption 
that Japan would inevitably win its 
war with China regardless of German 
support for Chiang’s Nationalists. 

Formerly classified diplomatic com¬ 
munications between Japan and 
Germany, as well as internal documents 
of the two countries, prove conclusive¬ 
ly that, between 1933 and 1938, Hitler 
became convinced that the Japanese 
would win in China. With this in mind 
he reduced German support for Chiang. 
And in 1940 Japan joined Germany and 
Italy in formal alliance, thus forging the 
“Axis” power structure. 

China-card proponents conclude 
that with a Hitler-Chiang alliance nulli¬ 
fied, the Japanese were able to stabilize 
their position in China. And that this 
was the key factor in allowing Tokyo to 
concentrate on its expansionist designs 
in the Asia-Pacific regions. Therefore, 
Hitler had committed a severe strategic 
error that led to Pearl Harbor and the 
last thing Hitler wanted—America’s 
entry into the conflict. 

In their 1930s dealings Berlin and 
Tokyo had lied to each other regard¬ 
ing their respective future plans. Hitler 
became convinced that Japan would 
attack the Soviet Union once China 



Generalissimo Chiang Kai-shek in 
the early 1930’s. 


was “stabilized.” But he had no quid 
pro quo from the Japanese in return 
for his withdrawal of support to the 
Nationalists. A strong Japanese thrust 
into Siberia would have taken consid¬ 
erable pressure off the Wehrmacht at 
several crucial points during the years 
of desperate campaigning in Russia. 
But the Japanese felt they could ill- 
afford to take on the Russian bear 
while engaged in a death struggle with 
the American eagle. And that brings us 
to the competing factions within the 
German military/political/diplomatic 
hierarchy that had sought to sway 
Hitler’s decision. A more senior group 
favored a victory by the Nationalist 
Chinese over the Japanese and a direct 
assault against the Soviet Union by 
Germany, excluding a clash with 
Western-allied Poland. 

The other was composed of Hitler 
intimates, rabid Nazi newcomers 
unseasoned in world power politics. 
They lobbied to convince Hitler that 
the Japanese would win in China 
regardless of the amount of German 
support Chiang’s forces received. 

Two men were responsible for the 
pro-Chiang master plan in China; 
Generals Hans von Seekt (who had 
clandestinely trained German troops in 
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Russia in the 1920s in violation of 
Versailles Treaty dictates) and Alexan¬ 
der von Falkenhausen, one of Ger¬ 
many’s foremost World War I military 
figures. These very capable men had 
planned Nationalist Chinese strategy 
and tactics against the Communist 
Chinese. Their efforts were considered 
central to the 1933-34 rout of the Red 
forces that resulted in their famed “Long 
March” retreat. And in the earlier stages 
of the Third Reich their plans and ideas 
were largely accepted by Hitler. 

Their concept was to defeat the 
Japanese and then turn on Mao’s 
holed-up forces for a knockout blow 
against the Communists. And they 
were convinced that Stalin would 
come to the aid of his fellow 
Communists. Were this to happen 
large numbers of Soviet troops would 
be tied down in the East, thereby eas¬ 
ing Germany’s burden in its invasion 
of the Soviet Union. 

But throughout the 1930s Japan 
continually badgered Hitler regarding 
Germany’s involvement in China. In 
1938 Hitler recalled von Falkenhausen 
to Germany. Thus, in the minds of the 


“China hands,” he helped seal the fate 
of the Nationalists and gave tacit 
approval to Japan’s expansionist for¬ 
ays into Southeast Asia. 

Following Seekt’s arrival in China he 
had reported to Hitler that both 
Chiang and Mao were convinced that 
the best strategy for the Chinese 
regarding the Japanese invaders was 
to follow the centuries-old Oriental 
plan of “magnet warfare.” This classic 
tactic was to draw the enemy deep 
into China, thereby creating for him 
severe logistical problems, and then to 
outlast him in a war of attrition. 
Admittedly, this strategy is very costly 
in terms of human life. But again, it 
follows ages-old Oriental thinking. 
Chiang had stated: “I am prepared to 
sacrifice 50 million Chinese for our 
ultimate victory.” In fact, he did spend 
almost three million Chinese in one 
prolonged battle, which lasted from 
October 1933 to October 1934. 

The Germans had strongly comple¬ 
mented Chiang’s willingness to absorb 
vast casualties by introducing tactics of 
advanced Western warfare. Seekt had 
devised the placement of blockhouses 


at strategic points, and a system of field 
crossfire he implemented proved lethal 
to Japanese infantry. In fact the last 
major battle ever won by the Nation¬ 
alists prior to their 1949 flight to Taiwan 
was engineered by Falkenhausen, in 
1938. In this action two crack Japanese 
divisions were virtually wiped out. 
Japan’s protests to Hitler were so vehe¬ 
ment that Falkenhausen was recalled. 

This was in May of 1938, and cables 
between Berlin and the German ambas¬ 
sador to China reveal Hitler’s resolution 
regarding the situation. He had aban¬ 
doned all thought of a Nationalist 
Chinese alliance, convinced that, 
despite occasional reverses, the 
Japanese would prevail in their vast 
mainland struggle. This was the culmi¬ 
nation of 1930s diplomatic struggles 
and intrigues, as evidenced by numer¬ 
ous cables between Tokyo and Berlin, 
Berlin and its embassies in China and 
Japan, and between Tokyo and its relat¬ 
ed embassies. At the end of World War 
II the Allies captured more than 2,400 
pages of these cablegrams. 

They have not been classified for 
many years, and are available for 



In 1942 Italian (left) and American Propagandists reflected their government’s view of Japanese expansionism. 
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research in Washington, D.C. Oddly, 
they have excited little interest among 
journalists and historians. Von Seekt 
and von Falkenhausen were of course 
aware of these maneuverings, but they 
had proceeded with their plan to lead 
the Nationalists to victory and tie down 
a large portion of Soviet forces while 
Germany attacked from the West. 

Did Hitler have a Kremlin mole who 
was in a position to assure him that 
Stalin would not dilute his strength by 
coming to the aid of Mao? This does not 
appear to be the case. Rather, it appears 
that his famous instinct, so wrong rela¬ 
tive to his conclusion that Japan would 
prevail in China, told him that those 
who saw Stalin running to Mao’s side 
were dead wrong. 

Advocates of the China-card posi¬ 
tion continued to maintain that they 
were right all along. But Hitler had 
concluded that a Nationalist victory 
over Japan would have given Soviet 
Russia the green light to divert possi¬ 
bly 50 divisions to the West; that Stalin 
would feel safe in thinning his lines 
between Russia and China. Because 
Stalin considered Japan alone a poten¬ 
tially lethal back-door threat. 

A looming Nationalist defeat of the 
Red Chinese would have been viewed 
with concern in Moscow. And no doubt 
it would have prompted the USSR to 
send Mao more material aid and a num¬ 
ber of “advisors.” But Hitler concluded 
that such a diversion would be of minor 
proportions, and would not appreciably 
weaken Soviet forces relative to their 
stance against Germany. 

Stalin did not want the Chinese Com¬ 
munists defeated to the point of annihi¬ 
lation. But by the same token he saw 
that a decisive Communist victory over 
the Nationalists would open vast areas 
of China to Japanese exploitation; a 
most threatening eventuality. Therefore 
Stalin would prefer to see a prolonged 
Communist-Nationalist stalemate. 

In any event, Falkenhausen’s victory 
and departure marked the end of 
German intervention on the Chinese 
Nationalist side. And quite possibly it 
marked the beginning of the end for 
Chiang and his government on the 
Chinese mainland. Of course the 
United States was yet to enter the pic¬ 
ture as a major factor in China. And cer¬ 
tainly the Roosevelt regime would not 
have aided a Nationalist China allied 
with Nazi Germany, regardless of what 
Japan did or did not do beyond that 
theater. But as the long and unhappy 


record shows, America’s support of 
Chiang’s government and armies 
proved a very mixed blessing, at best. 

As to Hitler’s decision to back Japan 
over the Nationalists, it can be argued 
with some persuasion that this led to 
the eventual Communist takeover of 
China, the rise of Mao’s regime to the 
status of major world power, the 
Korean and Vietnam wars, the massive 
genocide in Cambodia and additional, 
terribly costly consequences. Critics of 
Hitler’s decision point to its enabling 
the Japanese to largely neutralize 
China, thereby affording Tokyo the 
time and the resources to proceed 
with their Asian expansion and the 
attack on Pearl Harbor 

But if Hitler had not allied himself 
with Japan, had he allied with Chiang 
and strengthened the Nationalist posi¬ 
tion on the mainland, would Japan 
have been sufficiently diverted to 
abandon its grand designs in South¬ 


east Asia? Unlikely, to say the least. In 
fact a Germany-strengthened Nation¬ 
alist presence might have encouraged 
Japan to shift emphasis from China. 
And the resources necessary to fuel 
Japan’s economy and war machine, 
plus highly desired strategic locations 
within the “East Asian Co-Prosperity 
Sphere,” were much more attractive to 
a Japan with world class naval capaci¬ 
ties than the great Chinese land mass; 
as important to Japanese considera¬ 
tions as it was. 

Therefore it is evident that Japan 
would have continued to carry out its 
“co-prosperity” designs regardless of 
the situation in China, and that Roose¬ 
velt and the British would have contin¬ 
ued to tighten the economic screws in 
retaliation. Japan would undoubtedly 
have considered itself an embattled, 
put-upon power that had no recourse 
but to strike out at its antagonists. 

In October, 1940 a book by Kinoaki 



This photo was taken following a Japanese bombing of Shanghai, and 
had immense propaganda value 
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A young Chinese soldier waering a 
German helmet supplied to the 
Nationalists? 


Matsuo of Japanese Naval Intelligence 
was published in Tokyo as The Three 
Poiver (Axis) Alliance And A United 
States-Japanese War. Matsuo wrote 
that “It is not hard for anyone to imag¬ 
ine that those countries eager to main¬ 
tain the Old Order of the world will 
hereafter be engaged in propaganda 
maneuvers against the alliance and 
even resort to their time-honored mea¬ 
sure, economic pressure, and that as a 
result we will, in reality, come into 
conflict with them.” 

These words were written shortly 
after the Sept. 27, 1940 signing in 
Berlin of a ten-year military and eco¬ 
nomic pact between Japan, Germany 
and Italy. And they express an expec¬ 
tation of even greater pressures 
against Japan resulting from the Axis 
formation. But without this agreement, 
and had Hitler opted for a Chinese 
alliance, would Japan’s imperialist 
designs (exclusive of China) have 
evaporated? Would FDR, the British 
and international business interests 
have looked any more favorably upon 
a non-Axis Japan that wanted to kick 
Western interests out of the Far East? 

And from Hitler’s standpoint, what 
benefits would Germany gain from a 
divided and totally inward-looking 
China? From his standpoint a Japanese 
alliance made considerable sense. Had 
he allied with China and blunted at 
least temporarily Japan’s other ambi¬ 


tions, as the China hands suggest, 
Roosevelt could have concentrated 
even more determined efforts against 
Germany. After war broke out in 
Europe in 1939, Roosevelt instigated 
repeated acts of war against Germany. 

Hitler had bent over backwards to 
avoid bringing the might of the United 
States in against him. But there can be 
no doubt that, sooner rather later, FDR 
and Churchill would have fashioned an 
incident sufficient to bring America into 
the war against Germany. From Hitler’s 
standpoint, given the inevitability of 
war with America once Roosevelt was 
elected to a third term, his desire for a 
Japanese rather than Chinese alliance 
constituted sound thinking. 

Unlike China, Japan had a mighty 
navy. It was a cohesive rather than a 
fragmented nation. It was a land of 
well organized, purposeful and ener¬ 
getic people, with whom he could 
readily identify. It had a relatively 
advanced industrial base and it was 
thoroughly anti-Communist. 

Hitler realized that the immensely 
powerful British/American/Zionist in¬ 
fluences that saturated the White House 
would not allow for too great a diver¬ 
sion of the American war effort in the 
Pacific; a conclusion that proved taie 
from the outset, as our own meager 
forces and their Filipino allies were to 
learn early in 1942. But the German dic¬ 
tator reasoned that enough American 
strength might be siphoned off against 
Japan to help even the odds. 

With Japan allied with Germany and 
at war with America, about a fourth of 


America’s war arsenal (some U.S. veter¬ 
ans of Pacific campaigns will argue that 
it was considerably less) and the major 
portion of our naval capacities were 
directed toward the Pacific. Had there 
been no U.S.-Japan conflict, that array 
of American strength under MacArthur 
and Nimitz—most of the U.S. fleet, the 
U.S. Marine Corps, the U.S. Sixth Army, 
etc.would have been turned against 
Germany. Conversely, Nationalist China 
as a German ally would almost certain¬ 
ly not have wound up in a declaration 
of hostilities with the United States. 
And, just sitting there in all its immensi¬ 
ty, China would hardly have warranted 
the harmful intentions of the Allies to 
any significant degree. 

Hitler may have erred fatally when he 
couldn't contain himself after liberating 
the Sudeten Germans. And it will be 
long argued whether he made the right 
decision, over the passionate objections 
of most ranking army officers, to declare 
war on the United States four days after 
Pearl Harbor. The Tripartite Pact of the 
previous year committed its signatories 
to war against any country attacking one 
of the three, but not the reverse. The 
American people were totally aroused 
against “the damn Japs.” Hitler was bet¬ 
ting that Roosevelt could still conjure a 
situation or incident that would force 
the U.S. Congress and the American 
people to enter the European conflict 
But viewing the Fuhrer’s great Asia 
decision from his perspective, his opt¬ 
ing to ally with Japan rather than 
Chiang’s China was certainly the right 
move at the right time. ♦ 


Rebel Wisdom: A Collection of Confederate Quotations. 

Assembled by the TBR staff. History is written by the victors. 

The history of the War of Southern Secession was no differ¬ 
ent. But in this powerful 60-page booklet we hear from the 
vanquished—both well known and obscure. Quotes and 
speeches from Jefferson Davis, Robert E. Lee and Stonewall 
Jackson. Quotes from Longstreet, Forrest, Quantrill, Stuart 
and dozens more—from the generals to the privates. Also 
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Holocaust Is Undenlable- 
But Should Be Debated 

By Irena Zdiarska 


Much of the ongoing acrimony 
and public confusion regarding 
holocaust-related matters stem 
from an absolute discussion 
blackout. The author offers 
some interesting proposals to 
remedy this continuing impasse. 

Over the centuries, Jews were 
repeatedly expelled from various 
Western countries. And they often 
found safe haven in Poland. While 
persecuted elsewhere, Jewish life, reli¬ 
gion and culture flourished in Poland 
for 800 years, until World War I. 

Thus Poland became the center of 
Judaism in Europe, with the city of 
Vilnius being called “Little Jerusalem.” 
Today, the undeniable fact of the disap¬ 
pearance of Jewish cultural and espe¬ 
cially religious life in Poland after WWII 
and the holocaust cannot be ques¬ 
tioned. However, as with any important 
historical event, the factual history of 
the holocaust should continue to be 
studied, interpreted and debated. 

It is important to emphasize that a 
reasoned reinterpretation of the WWII 
holocaust should not be considered a 
form of bigotry. Jewish and Israeli 
scholars were the first to bring down to 
size unnecessary distortions and 
wartime rumors about the fate of Jews 
in this tragic era. It would be difficult to 
claim that Prof. Yehuda Bauer of 
Hebrew University or Dr. Howard Stein 
of the University of Oklahoma are 
crackpots or neo-Nazis. And they wrote 
in the Jerusalem Post International 
(May 1990), the Washington Times (July 
1990) and the Journal of Psychohistory 
(Fall 1978) that the Nazis never made 
soap from “human fat” and that the 
number of gassed victims at Auschwitz 
should be lowered by three million. 

They described “Judaism and the 
Group Fantasy of Martyrdom” as “The 
Psychodynamic Paradox of Survival 
Through Persecution.” In 1985 Profs. 
Leo Eitinger and Robert Krell, both Jews 
affiliated with the University of British 
Columbia, compiled a bibliography of 
1,600 medical articles dealing with and 
entitled “Psychological and Physical 
Effects of Concentration Camps.” 

Finally, in October 1993, the Ausch¬ 
witz victim count was again officially 


reduced, this time to 800,000 in a book 
about to be issued by the U.S. Holocaust 
Memorial Museum in Washington, D.C. 
Christopher Hitchens, a Washington- 
based British journalist, concluded his 
December, 1993 essay on historical revi¬ 
sionism in Vanity Fair with this quote: 
“The revisionist endeavor is something 
that every generation must embark 
upon, whether it’s the holocaust or any 
other subject.” Thus, it is appropriate to 
commence such a process of scholarly 
inquiry, but not of denial, relative to the 
study of history as it pertains to use of 
the word “holocaust.” 

In the modern sense, this word was 
used for the first time during the First 
World War. The tragedy of Eastern 
European Jewry was widely publi¬ 
cized 75 and more years ago. 
Newspapers carried headlines about 
various wanton killings and despolia¬ 
tion of entire Jewish communities 
(occasionally true, frequently alleged 
and unfounded) in Poland and 
Ukraine. For example, New York Gov. 
Martin Glynn, in a major Albany 
speech in October 1919, reported at 
length on the “holocaust [of] six mil¬ 
lion Jewish men and women” who 
were dying due to the “awful tyranny 
of war and a bigoted lust for Jewish 
blood” during the “Great War.” 

These claims, rarely remembered 
today, were widely publicized at the 
time. Gov. Glynn’s speech, entitled 
“The Crucifixion of Jews Must Stop,” 
was printed in the October 31, 1919 
issue of the American Hebrew 
Magazine , published by the American 
Jewish Committee. 

Despite such official reports of the 
ongoing loss of six million Jewish lives 
during the course of the First World 
War, the word “holocaust” was not 
emphasized with a capital letter. In its 
earliest uses in reference to WWII, the 
word “holocaust” was not capitalized 
even by Jewish sources. Indeed, while 
mainstream publications chose to report 
in detail articles such as the one head¬ 
ed “2,000,000 Jews Exterminated in 
Treblinka Death House” with “heat and 
steam” {New York Times , 8/8/43), they 
shunned using the word “holocaust” 
despite its caustic appropriateness. 

Today, it is largely forgotten that the 



Late Supreme Court Justice Louis 
D. Brandeis. He championed open 
discussion. 


first use of the word during WWII was 
by the Soviet Jewish Anti-Fascist 
Committee on Christmas eve, 1942. At 
the time the German defeat at 
Stalingrad appeared imminent and the 
first (and last) bombs were dropped 
on British-controlled Tel Aviv. The 
word “holocaust” was used and the 
description of related events was pro¬ 
vided in the December 24, 1942 dis¬ 
patch of the Daily Bulletin of the 
Jewish Telegraphic Agency (JTA) from 
Moscow. While the story was explicit 
about the methods of extermination, 
at this early date it was excusably not 
accurate about the number of victims 
of this second holocaust. 

The only known, complete wartime 
run of the Daily Bulletin of the JTA was 
recently discovered on the shelves of 
the New York Public Library. About 
12,000 pages of this invaluable, con¬ 
temporary ( in status nascendi ) data 
about the second Holocaust, printed on 
cheap acid paper, are catmbling away 
in untouched bundles, tied up fifty 
years ago with now-yellowed cordage. 
They remain un-microfilmed due to a 
shortage of funds. Public debate of 
Holocaust controversies might be fash¬ 
ioned to provide the funds to preserve 
them; to bring to light important details 
of the last Holocaust. 

Likewise, millions of the less impor¬ 
tant pages of Nazi documents, also on 
acid paper, remain unread and are 
slowly disintegrating in vaults at the 
National Archives and elsewhere. 
According to Prof. Raul Hilberg, a 
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scholar of the second Holocaust, these 
Nazi materials might contain the 
intensely sought after, singular 
wartime Nazi document explicitly 
ordering the “Final Solution.” 

Conversely, questions concerning 
the extent and even the validity of the 
WWII Holocaust and its claim of six 
million Jewish deaths in concentration 
camps and under related circumstances 
are not entertained, to say the least, 
within American and other Western 
media circles. But on a number of col¬ 
lege campuses some discussion has 
arisen as to whether the alleged murder 
of six million Jews during Hitler’s Third 
Reich should be a subject of open dis¬ 
cussion and debate. As matters now 
stand, many aspects of Holocaust writ 
do not appear to jibe with what did 
and did not happen. And the “six mil¬ 
lion” figure seems vastly at variance 
with the arithmetic of reality. 

Prior to the war, in the late 1930s, two 
international Jewish organizations gave 
respective estimates of the entire Jewish 
populations of Europe and Russia as 
5,500,000 and 5,350,000. Given various 
Red Cross, Vatican and other displaced 
person, immigration and survival fig¬ 
ures, there seems little merit to figures 


that remotely approach six million. 

In his Did Six Million Really Die? 
English researcher and writer Richard 
Harwood noted that The World Center 
of Contemporary Jewish Documen¬ 
tation concluded that 5,294,000 Jews 
were within the sphere of German 
occupation at its widest perimeters 
(1941-42). Harwood wrote that “These 
figures include the two million Jews of 
the Baltics and western Russia without 
paying any attention to the large num¬ 
ber of those who were evacuated. 
However, it is at least an admission (by 
the World Center) that there were not 
even six million Jews in Europe and 
western Russia combined.” 

Harwood stated that the number of 
persons claiming compensation from 
the West German government for suf¬ 
fering they experienced under the 
prior German government had 
reached 3,375,000 by 1965 He main¬ 
tained that “Most of these claimants 
are Jews, so there can be no doubt 
that the majority of the three million 
Jews [Harwood’s conclusive number] 
who experienced the Nazi occupation 
of Europe are in fact very much alive.” 

Harwood noted that in the June 9, 


1945 issue of Colliers magazine (one of 
America’s top mass circulation publica¬ 
tions of that period), Freiling Foster 
wrote that “2,200,000 [Jews] have 
migrated to the Soviet Union since 1939 
to escape the Nazis.” Harwood adds 
that “our lower estimate (1,550,000) is 
probably more accurate.” Harwood said 
that, of about 3,450,000 European Jews 
not behind the Soviet lines, the World 
Almanac for 1942 (p. 594) gives a total 
of 413,128 Jews living in either the 
United Kingdom or neutral nations 
(Spain, Sweden, Turkey, etc.). 

In a New York Times story 
(12/30/91) Richard Hixon, Professor of 
Communications, History and Law at 
Rutgers University, stated the opinion 
that our society’s suppression of study 
and debate relative to the Holocaust is 
wrong. For this, he cited a venerable 
Jewish jurist, the late U.S. Supreme 
Court Justice Louis D. Brandeis. 

Undoubtedly Justice Brandeis had in 
mind the first Holocaust when writing in 
1927: “If there be time to expose 
through discussion the falsehoods and 
fallacies, to avert the evil by processes 
of education, the remedy to be applied 
is more speech, not enforced silence.”♦ 
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Review of the Month 


Thomas Flemings new novel pierces 
FDR’s unconscionable war polices. 

During our initial planning for The 
Barnes Review, who’d have thought our 
first reviewed book would be a work of 
fiction? Well, in our opinion Tom Fleming’s 
Loyalties isn’t just another pretty face in 
the escapist literature gallery. Few fact- 
based works of fiction have come close to 
approaching this book in terms of histori¬ 
cal probity, vital importance of historical 
matter or potential to bestir the uncompre¬ 
hending literate masses. 

Mr. Fleming is a fellow of the Society of 
American Historians who has succeeded as 
few authors have in prolific production of 
both history books and historical novels. His 
publisher notes that “Both his fiction and 
nonfiction have earned him respect as a 
revisionist historian, whose challenging 
views of personalities and events have made 
readers—and historians—rethink textbook 
versions of American and world history.” 

Loyalties is clearly a fiction-encased 
vehicle for Tom Fleming’s factual message: 
Franklin Delano Roosevelt was an amaz¬ 
ingly insidious individual, and both our 
nation and the whole of Western civiliza¬ 
tion paid a terrible price for his callous 
treacheries. None of this is new to old 
hands. But Fleming reaches a much broad¬ 
er audience with lethal truths regarding 
World War II, presenting presidential con¬ 
duct that some for many years have dared 
to call treason. 

By way of the popular novel Fleming 
exposes to many thousands of the unreal¬ 
izing the two most maddening and tragic 
scenarios of FDR’s wartime policies prior 
to his February, 1945 Yalta agreements 
with his ally Joe Stalin. 

The story’s four central characters are an 
American and a German married couple. 
Both husbands and fathers are naval offi¬ 
cers. Lt. Commander Jonathan Trumbull 
Talbot is an Annapolis man and scion of a 
once prominent Connecticut family. His 
father, a former Republican congressman, 
is an unheralded revisionist historian 
whose works center on the World War I 
era. Talbot is married to the daughter of a 
Jewish Chicago ward politics congressman 
and an Irish mother. The male offspring of 
this union, her brother, is a very prominent 
and bitterly partisan Washington columnist 
slavishly devoted to FDR. 

At the outset Talbot is skipper of the 
U.S.S. Spencer Lewis, an aged destroyer con¬ 
voying British merchant ships to mid- 
Atlantic in early November, 1941. Talbot 
loves the Navy but not his Commander-in- 


Chief. And on the ship’s bridge fact blends 
with and totally overcomes fiction as Talbot 
looks out over the rolling carpet of a dark 
Atlantic that covers lethal Unterseebooten. 

The captain reflects that this is the 
destroyer’s fifth convoy since Roosevelt 
and Churchill had met in a secretly 
arranged August rendezvous at Placentia 
Bay, Newfoundland, and had “issued a 
spate of Woodrow Wilsonish rhetoric 
called the Atlantic Charter.” But hidden 
beneath this Constitution-violating outrage 
and show of Anglo-American solidarity 
(with the two leaders, British and 
American naval brass and seamen gath¬ 
ered on a warship’s deck to sing “Onward 
Christian Soldiers” for the newsreel cam¬ 
eras) was a publicly unperceived “by¬ 
product of that meeting, Navy Operation 
Order No. 7-41 . . . For a nation theoreti¬ 
cally at peace, Order No. 7-41 had some 
very strange language in it. 

“U.S. warships were told to ‘destroy hos¬ 
tile forces which threaten shipping of U.S. 
and Iceland flags’ [Roosevelt had sent 
American troops to Iceland in July, 1941 in 
what constituted a military semi-occupa¬ 
tion of that sovereign country]. The order 
was soon verbally extended to protect 
ships flying any and all flags, including 
British, within the vast swath of the 
Atlantic the president had designated as a 
U.S. ‘defense zone.’ ” 

The fictional Lt. Cmdr. Talbot thinks of 
the actual events resulting from Roosevelt’s 
Atlantic edict: “In late September, an 
American destroyer, the U.S.S. Greer, had 
survived near misses from two torpedoes. 
The president had voiced public outrage 
and announced U.S. warships would now 
'shoot on sight’ at any German subma¬ 
rine—as if this was a new idea and Order 
No. 7-41 did not exist. He also conve¬ 
niently neglected to mention that the Greer 
had been tracking the U-boat for three 
hours and reporting its position to nearby 
British planes. In early October the U.S.S. 
Kearney had taken a torpedo in her 
engine room and limped home with 
eleven dead men in ballast. Two weeks 
later, the U.S.S. Reuben James had been 
broken in half by another torpedo, leaving 
115 men dead in the freezing Atlantic. The 
president’s wrath rose to heights matched 
only by the depths of his hypocrisy. Lying 
to the American people was basic to 
Roosevelt’s style ...” 

Kapitanleutnant (Lt. Cmdr.) Ernst von 
Hoffmann is the skipper of U-555, called 
with affection Das Ritterboot—The Knight’s 
boat—by its crew. He is descended of a 



once prominent East Prussian family and 
married to an extremely beautiful Hitler¬ 
loathing woman who had been quite a play- 
girl in jaded Berlin circles that flourished 
during the Weimar Republic years. 
Hoffmann is not a National Socialist (the 
Navy was the least and the Luftwaffe the 
most party-infiltrated branches of the 
Wehrmacht) but is grateful to Hitler for free¬ 
ing Germany of the vicious bondage of 
Versailles and, more selfishly, of restoring 
the Navy and particularly the Ubootwaffe 
under Admiral Karl Donitz. Fleming does 
not point out that the virtually landlocked 
mind of Hitler served the allies well in Iris 
lack of perception relative to war in the air, 
on the seas and, much to Donitz’ dismay, 
under the seas. 

U-555 sinks Spencer Lewis with its last 
torpedo after running up a tonnage kill 
score of Knight’s Cross proportions. 
Hoffmann’s seamen reel Talbot from the 
freezing Atlantic. And in turn Talbot falls 
into deep hot water after being released to 
the American consul in the Canary Islands. 
While drinking schnapps with Hoffmann 
and other officers, and in earshot of a 
Goebbels propaganda officer, Talbot makes 
anti-Roosevelt remarks that are reported and 
embellished in the German press. 

Soon, after Talbot survives some high 
level hell at home resulting from his remarks 
and Hoffmann is deemed to be of great 
potential value as an operative in Spain, 
both men wind up in Madrid as naval 
attaches, along with Frau Hoffmann, who in 
the meantime has become an Abwehr intel¬ 
ligence operative under the direct control of 
German intelligence chief Adm. Wilhelm 
Continued on page 32 . . . 
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WINCHESTER, VA. General Thomas 
“Stonewall” Jackson, the patron saint of 
the Virginia Military Institute and the 
brilliant field commander studied in 
every military classroom to this day, 
located his headquarters in this build¬ 
ing on N. Braddock St. Sept. 19, 1862. 
Jackson’s Shenandoah campaign of 
1861-62 is considered the finest exam¬ 
ple of generalship during four years of 
dictatorial assault that he referred to 
as “The Second War For Independence. ” 
Another revered site in tradition-con¬ 
scious Winchester is the small building 
George Washington used for an office 
while surveying the colony under Lord 
Fairfax and later while serving under 
General Braddock during the French 
and Indian War. Jackson’s head¬ 
quarters and Washington’s office are 
only a few blocks apart in the graceful 
downtown area of Winchester, and rich¬ 
ly historic artifacts are to be found 
within both structures. 


ARLINGTON, VA. is a gateway to the 
Old Dominion and contains Arlington 
National Cemetery, the Custis-Lee 
Mansion (where Robert E. Lee spent a 
night seeking divine guidance before 
assuming a Confederate command) the 
Marine Corps’ Lwo Jima Memorial and 
Fort Myers, the Army’s ceremonial post. 
Many of America’s most revered sol¬ 
diers served at Ft. Myers, and it was on 
its parade ground that the Wright 
Brothers arid other pioneers performed 
early test flights. But motorists crossing 
the Potomac on Francis Scott Key 
Bridge and starting up Wilson Blvd. are 
greeted to the commonwealth by 
“Cupid’s Garden,” courtesy of an 
Arlington County Board controlled by 
“upscale” liberals and roundly 
ridiculed by those forced to pass 
around it on their trip into Arlington. 

A monthly feature presented to 
draw contrast between public dis¬ 
plays of art in our nation’s commu¬ 
nities. These are depictions of works 
that reflect pride in our heritage 
juxtaposed with (usually taxpayer 
supported) symbols of decline. We 
urge readers to forward photos 
(with full caption information) of 
either—or both—in your communi¬ 
ty. Please send materials not requir¬ 
ing return to “Views of America” c/o 
this publication. 























On the Uses of History 


This paper was represented to 
the Second International Revisionist 
Conference sponsored by the Insti¬ 
tute for Historical Review in 1981. 

I suppose that one can become 
rather pessimistic and discouraged at 
the way the objective truth is distorted 
and hidden for the purposes of politi¬ 
cal and economic interests, but there 
is a profound lesson to be learned 
from the fact that it is, and there is no 
reason for discouragement if we learn 
from the muse of History how she has 
been persecuted and kicked around 
during her eternal life. 

Distortion of history, when taken in a 
historical context, is certainly not a new 
or even a recent phenomenon; it is as 
old as language itself. As Spengler and 
Yockey and many others make very 
clear, there is no definite border and 
never has been between history-as-fact 
and history-as-myth. Indeed, where one 
stops and the other begins is quite 
impossible to determine in most cases. 

Today, it is easy for us to believe, as 
20th Century Americans, that the islands 
of Japan were not really formed by 
drops from the sword of the sun god, 
but note this: we are far more likely to 
reject this belief not because it is inher¬ 
ently preposterous but because it is 
Japanese and we are not. 

In other words, it is our culture which 
conditions our minds to accept or reject 
facts as either history or as myth, and 
for the most part not the objective facts 
themselves, and if you have any diffi¬ 
culty with this concept think on the dis¬ 
covery of the golden tablets by Joseph 
Smith, the miracle of Fatima or even the 
virgin birth of our Lord and Saviour, 
Jesus Christ. As Christians, we have our 
share of historical facts which are open 
to doubt by others. 

In the light of the needs of culture, 
we can plainly see that history-as-myth 
is not necessarily an evil in itself. The 
historical purpose of culture is to pro¬ 
vide unity to a people, for with unity 
comes stability, order and perhaps 
progress. It is essential for a people to 
agree on an interpretation of the past, 
and the interpretation obviously must 
denote them as admirable, not despica¬ 
ble; superior, not inferior; noble and 
courageous, not ignoble and cowardly. 
History must be the mirror image of 
oneself. When it is not, it has been dis¬ 
torted. Thus, from the twin needs of 


By Willis A. Carto 

having a history and making it a good 
one, myths are born. It is a process as 
ancient as language itself. 

So we can see that historical distor¬ 
tion grows out of the needs of culture 
itself. We can perhaps excuse the 
Japanese myth of the origin of Japan 
as a harmless tale and one which—in 
conjunction with a whole panoply of 
other myths—formed the basis for the 
development of the Japanese people 
and the flowering of one of the 
world’s magnificent cultures. For bet¬ 
ter or worse, Japanese historical myths 
helped create Japan, just as Christian 
and Jewish myths helped create the 
Europe and the America we know. 
The point is, we must judge historical 
myth by judging its historical products, 
not by its content of objective fact. 
Which is another way of saying that 
historical lies are the norm. 

Now that we have made that point, 
please note that we have not said, and 
we do not say that lies in themselves 
are all that is found in history. What 
we find is a mixture of lie and fact. For 
example, we know the objective fact 
that Abraham Lincoln is dead. To look 
a little closer we have reason to 
believe that he was shot at close range 
in Ford’s Theater on the night of April 
14,1865 by John Wiles Booth. This 
much we know. We think. 

It is what we don’t know that con¬ 
cerns revisionist scholars. The orthodox 
interpretation of this event is that Booth 
was an unreconstructed Southerner 
who avenged the defeat of the Conf¬ 
ederacy. Perhaps this is so, but there 
has been a century of speculation as to 
who else may have been involved 
and—most important of all—what the 
real motive may have been, if indeed 
there was another motive other than 
Booth’s uncomplicated hatred. 

For the purpose of democracy, it is 
well that Booth remain a “lone assas¬ 
sin’’—and you have heard that phrase 
before. Thus, a more pointed interpre¬ 
tation of the deed does not excite 
much interest in the Establishment, 
other than permitting idle speculation 
that Booth was not killed by his pur¬ 
suers but lived out his life robbing 
trains under the pseudonym of Jesse 
James. 

Now it is not really significant to our 
destiny whether Jesse James was or 
was not John Wilkes Booth. Such triv¬ 


ia makes good books and movies and 
story-telling because it is meant to 
amuse rather than instruct. The ques¬ 
tion enters into the mythical, and on 
the harmless side of the ledger, for 
myths may be either harmful or harm¬ 
less or even beneficial. The question 
of Booth’s true identity is the sort of 
specious issue useful to amuse 
Hollywood producers, cartoonists and 
Establishment historians but it is total¬ 
ly without significance when we con¬ 
sider the more weighty motives which 
may have figured in the event. 

It has been whispered for many 
years that the Lincoln assassination 
resulted in profits of billions to 
bankers who were determined that 
Lincoln’s wartime issuance of 
Greenbacks—paper money issued by 
the government at the cost of no inter¬ 
est to the taxpayers rather than bank 
notes issued by private banks at inter¬ 
est—be not made into a national 
habit—a habit which would have cost 
the bankers not only in terms of mon¬ 
etary profit but their control of gov¬ 
ernment economic and political poli¬ 
cy. I say “whispered” because the 
quantity of books which ask questions 
like these, in comparison to the vol¬ 
ume of books which fail to ask such 
questions, thanks to establishment 
prejudice, is infinitesimal. 

Now here is the point to all this. An 
interpretation of history which gives 
proper weight to the sub rosa role of 
the bankers in public affairs is com¬ 
pletely imcompatible with our present 
so-called “democratic” system, which 
is, in its essence, simply the rule of a 
consensus of minority, special interest 
pressure groups, certainly not rule of 
the people, by the people and for the 
people, and the bankers play a central 
role in this coalition. Thus, the “lone 
assassin” myth fits democracy and the 
“conspiracy” or “banker” myth fits 
populism, but we may never know 
which interpretation is the objective 
truth, or if there is some other inter¬ 
pretation which is the objective truth. 
For example, in the eyes of abolition¬ 
ist, or “liberal” Republicans, Lincoln 
was an obstacle to Reconstruction. In 
the eyes of communists, the assassina¬ 
tion of Lincoln was perhaps the work 
of Northern industrialists who saw 
Lincoln as an obstacle to their plan of 
lowering the wages of the workers. 
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The uses of history are endless. 

The most pervasive and harmful 
myth today, of course, is that of the 
so-called “Holocaust,” and all of its 
attendant fables. Thanks to the 
research of a small number of very 
courageous men who have literally 
risked their careers and their lives to 
document the truth, our insight not 
merely into World War II, its causes, its 
events and its outcome has been 
enhanced but more: our Weltanschau¬ 
ung of today stands in stark variance 
to the world view of others not so 
enlightened as we. The Holocaust 
Myth has benefited its propagators as 
has few lies in history. We taxpayers in 
Western nations have shipped untold 
billions to Israel because of this myth. 
The myth-makers have profited but 
not those who have been and are 
being victimized by it. Aside from the 
monetary burden, an even more 
important problem is the pervasive 
danger of nuclear war, because we are 
militarily involved in the Mideast only 
to protect Israel. Perhaps in this illus¬ 
tration we can see how lies cause war, 
because the guilt for a nuclear conflict 
in the Mideast will fall exclusively on 
those who are at this time profiting 
from their lie of the “Holocaust.” 


How does the Institute for Historical 
Review fit into this scenario? Our place 
is certain. There is a vacuum in histori¬ 
cal scholarship which needs to be filled 
and this is what we are doing. We see 
history as part of our Western culture, 
not as a political weapon for minority 
zealots, not as a rallying cry for ambi¬ 
tious politicians, armament manufactur¬ 
ers and warmongers, nor from an ivory 
tower—a segregated, disjointed com¬ 
partment of arcane knowledge. We are 
here to see that those who wish to use 
history to serve their own selfish ends 
are put down by scholarly research, for 
we believe that the best, the most use¬ 
ful and most permanent historical 
myths are founded on facts, not lies. 

As Revisionists, we clearly perceive 
how our work is of absolutely funda¬ 
mental importance. The lies of the 
past are rapidly turning our world into 
a jungle, even as our scientists and 
technicians are opening up an infinite¬ 
ly expanded world of possibility. The 
gulf between our corrupt and putrefy¬ 
ing Establishment and our physical 
science now measures in light years, 
and the speed they are receding from 
each other is increasing. But it is this 
which gives us the promise and the 
certainty that the future holds uncon¬ 


ditional victory for us, because in the 
war between a corrupt and dying 
social system and technology, technol¬ 
ogy must inevitably win. The dying of 
diseased and retarded social systems 
are the very stuff of history; it has hap¬ 
pened a thousand times; whereas the 
momentum of technological progress 
is now so powerful, so irresistible that 
nothing can contain it. 

In this sense, we Revisionists are 
doing far more than merely “setting 
the past aright,” as they say; we are 
doing more than serving as straight 
men for the media; more than physi¬ 
cally defending the First Amendment 
with our bodies; more than educating 
the educationists; even more than just 
telling the truth. We are literally build¬ 
ing a foundation of fact for the 
future—a future which will be based 
on constructive, not destructive myths; 
on a body of morality and social 
mores and constraints based on what 
is good for the people of the West 
rather than what is good for minority 
pressure groups, bankers, distortionist 
ideologies or alien interests. 

The uses of history are many and 
various. Our job, as I understand it, is 
to see that it is used responsibly and 
constructively. ♦ 


Loyalties 

Continued from page 29 

Carnaris. Fleming accurately portrays this 
shadowy, swishy and brilliant master of the 
double game who plays it as have few fig¬ 
ures in history. Still, he does not point out 
that Carnaris played a major role in prevent¬ 
ing a Spanish-German war alliance. 

Certainly Catholic Spain, like Catholic 
Portugal, Ireland and a much larger seg¬ 
ment of the French population than we’ve 
been led to believe, would have wel¬ 
comed a British-Soviet defeat. And Spain’s 
strategic location would have proven 
invaluable to German military operations. 
But Spain had just concluded an incredibly 
traumatic civil war, her people physically 
and emotionally spent. And one suspects 
that these considerations held the bottom 
line in Francisco Franco’s heart. 

Fleming takes his characters through basi¬ 
cally fictional manifestations of the book’s 
central theme; Franklin Delano Roosevelt’s 
“Unconditional Surrender” decree at 
Casablanca in February 1943 and his refusal 
to entertain any bargaining whatsoever with 
those influential German figures who sought 
to depose Hitler & Co. and reach a negoti¬ 
ated peace with the West. 

Possibly because, like almost eveiyone 


else, Mr. Fleming has not been exposed to a 
concise rendering of that greatest of unher¬ 
alded WWII dramas, he is less effective in 
detailing it than in his early-chapters “Roose¬ 
velt’s road to war.” And in the November 
issue of The Barnes Review we hope to fill 
things out somewhat relative to FDR’s cal¬ 
lous and inexcusable thwarting of a desper¬ 
ate but highly realistic plan that could have 
prevented the worst years of death and 
destruction in the West, while greatly con¬ 
taining the Soviet empire and the immea¬ 
surable human agony that ensued. 

However, the plot structure and charac¬ 
ter interplay of Loyalties remain interesting 
to the final page. In those latter chapters in 
which Fleming’s historical star grows dim, 
his novelist’s sparkle continues bright. 

Returning to the importance of Loyalties , 
it will no doubt reach, to employ some 
trendspeak, a good portion of the historical¬ 
ly disadvantaged upscale market. It would 
also make a whizbang of a movie, thereby 
reaching many millions with answers to a 
large part of that puzzle known as “How 
Did America And Western Civilization Sink 
So Far So Fast?” But before we start casting 
Kevin Costner as Lt. Cmdr. Jonathan 
Trumbull and Kim Basinger as Kapitan- 
leutnant von Hoffmann’s operative wife, 


we’d better get back to realities. 

Which reminds us of the musical Annie 
based on Harold Grey’s old Chicago 
Tribune Syndicate comic strip Little 
Orphan Annie. The original “book” of the 
musical retained the antagonism that 
“Daddy Warbucks” felt toward FDR and his 
New Deal. Through Warbucks, Grey had 
periodically peppered the president in one 
of the nation’s most beloved comic strips. 
And not to the amusement of Franklin, 
Eleanor & Associates. 

During an out-of-town performance of 
Annie , Walter Kerr, a foreign correspon¬ 
dent who had become drama critic of the 
Chase Bank Republicans’ organ, the New 
York Herald Tribune , ran backstage and in 
great agitation told the musical's producers 
that this wouldn't do, that you couldn't 
bring to Broadway and have a hit with a 
show in which the left-sainted FDR was 
deflated and ridiculed. The correct 
changes were made, and the show was a 
moderate hit that made money for all con¬ 
cerned. We’re sure Tom Fleming realized 
as much about his book, and that he har¬ 
bors no hope of packing his bags for 
Hollywood. ♦ 





